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PREFACE 


T he first edition of this book was published 
in 1897 and the ninth in 1906. During these 
years this work was frequently revised, and 
tlie text of the last edition was extremely different 
from the first exposition, which was built up dur¬ 
ing the studies in the workers’ study circles in the 
forests of the Tula (Government, and later was ruth¬ 
lessly mutilated by the censo'cj Throughout the 
period of the reaction there was no demand for a 
new edition. Since the revolution there has been 
an increased demand for this book and it speedily 
vent out of print. 'I'he preparation of a new 
edition, houever, was very difficult So long a 
time had passed and so much had happened in life 
and in science that considerable revision was neces¬ 
sary. It is sufficient to say that this was the period 
111 which the new pha.se of capitalism—the domina¬ 
tion of finance capital—had completely defined 
it.self, the period in which it had reached its highest 
form and developed into that prodigious crisis, the 
world w'ar. The.se twelve or thirteen years prob- 
abh^ exceeded the whole of the previous century in 
wealth of economic experience. 

Comrade S. M. Dvolaitsky agreed to undertake 
the greater part of the task of revising this course, 
and the work was conducted by us jointly. The 
majority of the additions were made to the last part 
of the course: the sections on the circulation of 
money, taxation, finance capital, the fundamental 
conditions of the collapse of capitalism, etc , being 
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written almost entirely by Comrade Dvolaitsky. 
He also introduced a number of new practical illus¬ 
trations into all parts of the course. It was neces¬ 
sary considerably to re-group the material dealing 
with previous periods of economic development in 
accordance with modern views on these questions. 
The history of economic views scattered through 
the course has been eliminated. This was done 
in the interests of completeness, as this history 
refers particularly to another science—the science 
of ideology—and it is better to deal with that in 
a separate work. The introduction, dealing with 
fundamental conceptions, has been considerably 
abbreviated in view of its extreme dryness. The 
necessary material has been distributed among 
other sections in connection with the historic de¬ 
velopment of the corresponding elements of 
economics 

Besides this cour.se there is in existence a similar 
work, entitled “ A F'irst Course in Political 
Economy,” written in the form of que.stion and 
answer, by A. Bogdanoff, and a large two-volume 
course by A Bogdanoff and E. Stepanoff (the 
second volume—in four parts—of which should 
appear almost simultaneously with this work). 

1 he “Short Course” .serves as a link between 
these two, as a systematic textbook, briefly embrac¬ 
ing the most important facts and fundamental 
theories. 

The chapters on ideology in this and the other 
courses by no means serve as supplements to the 
main .subject. Ideology is an in.strument for organ¬ 
ising economic life, and is consequently an im¬ 
portant condition in economic development. Only 
within the.se limits and in this connection is it 
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touclied upon here. It is dealt with independently 
in a special textbook—“ The Science of Social 
Consciousness ”—which is written in a form 
similar to this. 

Amidst the stormy events of the revolutionary 
epoch It is more than ever necessary to have a firm 
and complete economic knowledge; without that, 
system in the social struggle and in social construc¬ 
tion is impossible. 

Aui^usi 24, 1919. 
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A SHORT COURSE OF 
ECONOMIC SCIENCE 

INTRODUCTION 

I Definition oe Economic Science 

E very science represents a systonatiSL’d 
undcrslanduiy of the phenomena of a definite 
sphere of human experience. The under- 
. standing of phenomena means to understand their 
mutual connections, to establish their inter-rela- 
tionship, and in that way to make it possible to 
use them in the interests of man. The same stnv- 
inj^ arises in the economic activity of man in the 
process of the labour strugj^le of humanity—the 
strug^j[le which humanity unceasingly carries on 
with nature for its existence and development In 
his labour experience, man conie.s into contact with 
the fact, for example, that by rubbing two dry 
pieces of wood against each other w itli sufficient 
force and for a sufficient length of time fire is 
produced, and that fire possesses the remarkable 
capacity of producing a change in food wdiicli eases 
the work of the teeth and the stomach and at the 
same time renders it possible to be satisfied with a 
smaller quantity of food. The practical require- 
ment.s of humanity thus urge it to establish con¬ 
nection bet ween these phenomena; understanding 
their connection, humanity begins to make use of 
them as a weapon in its labour struggle. However, 
such ail understanding of phenomena does not yet, 
of course, represent science. Science presupposes 
a systematised understanding of the whole sura of 
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plienomena in a definite branch of labour experi¬ 
ence. In thi.s sense the understanding of the con¬ 
nection between friction, fire, etc., may be re¬ 
garded only as the embryo of science, that is of 
the science which at the present moment unites the 
physical-chemical proces.ses. 

'I'he subject with which our economic science or 
political economy’ deals is the •sphere of social^ 
labour relations between men. 

In the process of production men, as a conse¬ 
quence of natural necessity, stand in certain rela¬ 
tions with each other. The history of humanity 
does not know’ of a period in which men lived com¬ 
pletely i.solated from each other and individually 
secured their means of livelihood. Even in the 
most remote times the hunting of savage beasts, 
the transport of heavy weights, etc., demanded 
simple co-operation; the growing complexity of 
economic aclivily brougiit with, it the division of 
labour among men by which, in the work of the 
community, one man carried out one piece of work 
neces.sary for all, another man another, etc Both 
simple co-operation and division of labour place 
men in definite connection with each other and 
establish the first elementary productive relations. 
'The sphere of .such relations is not exhausted of 
course by simple co-operation and division of 
labour; it is much more complex and much wader. 

Passing from the lower stages of development of 
humanity to the higher, we come across facts like 

‘ Economic science is also known as “National Economy’’ 
(in German “Nationaloekoiiomie’’) The most widespread term 
“Political Economy” is composed of two Greek words, 
“economy,” which means the science of management, and 
“political,” I e , “civil,” in the sense of “social ” 
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these ; the serf ^ives part of tlie product of his 
labour to his lord ; workers work for capitalists ; 
the craftsman produces not for his own personal 
consumption, but mostly for the peasant, who in 
his turn gives part of the product of his labour 
to tlie craftsman, cither directly or through a 
merchant. All these are social-labour connections 
which form a complete system of productive rela¬ 
tions in the broad sense of the word Consequently 
they embrace the acquisition and distribution of 
products in society. 

The complexity and width of productive rela¬ 
tions stand out with particular clcarnes.s in de¬ 
veloped commercial society for example, under 
capitalism permanent social relations are estab¬ 
lished between people who never .see each other, and 
frequently have not the sliglitest idea of the firm 
threads which bind them. A Berlin .stock exchange 
broker may own shares in a South American fac¬ 
tory. By the mere ownership of these shares, he, 
every year, receives profits from this undertaking, 
i.e., part of the product created bv^ the labour of 
the South American worker, or what is practically 
the same, part of the value of his product In 
this manner, between the Berlin stock exchange 
broker and the South American worker there is 
established an invisible social relation which social 
science must .study. 

“In social life men, independently of tlieir will, 
enter into certain productive relations; these re¬ 
lations always correspond to the stage of develop¬ 
ment of their material productive forces,’" i.e., 
social-technical or social-labour relations of men to¬ 
wards external Nature. This means that men in 

* Karl Mar.v, “Critique of Political Economy ” 

B 
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tlie process of struggle aguiuijt external Nature 
necessarily stand in such relations to each other as 
correspond to the methods of that struggle . hunt¬ 
ing, for example, demands other methods of co¬ 
operation than the construction of great irrigation 
works in sparsely-watered districts; modern 
machine production places the workers in mutual 
relations other than those in manufacture based 
on hand labour. “ The sum of these productive 
relations,” continues Marx, “forms the economic 
structure of society; it is the real basis upon which 
is built up the juridical and political super-struc¬ 
ture and wdiich corresponds to the definite forms 
of social consciousness. The methods of production 
determine the process of social, political and 
spiritual life in general.” 

From the point of view of the.se ideas which 
form the essence of the theory of historical 
materialism, economic relations are vitally neces¬ 
sary ; they inevitably form themselves in accord¬ 
ance with the degree of development of productive 
forces, and, therefore, form the basic .structure of 
society—the canvas upon which is drawn the 
varied and complicated design of the social-labour 
life of humanity. Political economy therefore may 
quite correctly be termed the science of the basic 
structure of .societv. 

Irrespective of whether we speak of broad his¬ 
torical perspectives or of the development of social 
consciousness, whether we discuss questions of 
foreign politics or religion, we can never avoid 
dealing with the economic ties of society, with its 
basic structure ; we must unfailingly employ the 
conclusions of economic science. Our science there¬ 
fore may be regarded as the basis in the system 
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of social sciences. In these .sciences it plays the 
same role as physics and chemistry in the 
study of all organic and inorganic processes. Just 
as the botanist, the zoologist, the astronomer and 
the agronomist would be disarmed, as it were, if 
they did not learn the conclusions of physics and 
chemistry, so would the sociologist, the historian, 
and the jurist find themselves in the same position 
if they were not acquainted with political economy. 

More than that, every citizen desiring to take 
an active part in the social struggle and social work 
would, under the same circumstances, find himself 
in the same position. 

Like all science, political economy originally 
arises out of the practical requirements of humanity 
in its labour-struggle with Nature. At a certain 
stage of the development of society a situation is 
created where men come under the power of their 
social-labour relations. There begins to dominate 
over man, over his labour and welfare, a market, 
competition, fluctuation of prices, and a number of 
other economic phenomena; man at all costs must 
adapt himself to these relations , they as it were 
convert him into their slave Naturally, this must 
give birth to a striving to understand all these 
phenomena—to an understanding which would 
create the possibility of foreseeing these phenomena 
and influencing them. This explains the fact 
that political economy as a science began to develop 
only in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries— 
just at the time when the growth of the commer¬ 
cial system brought with it the elemental pow'er of 
the market and money over Man. 

The fundamental task of economic science is to 
study the social-labour relations between men, but 
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it cannot fail, however, to touch other aspects of the 
process of production. It must necessarily take 
into consideration its technical and ideological as¬ 
pects in so far as its development is dependent upon 
them. 

We have already pointed out that it is the devebp- 
ment of the technical means of production that de¬ 
fines economic relations in general It is clear 
then how important for our study are the facts 
of technical life If we do not take into considera¬ 
tion sucli phenomena as the technical revolution at 
the end of the eighteenth century—the invention 
of the steam engine, the mechanical weaving loom, 
or the application of steam to navigation, cic.— 
w'e will fail to understand a number of economic 
phenomena of first class importance 

The same th.ing applies to ideology • cdl its 
foims—speech, knowledge, custom, law, moralit3', 
political structure, etc.—in fact represent in society 
instruments of organisation. Speech, for instance, 
in the process of production, represents an instru¬ 
ment by the aid of which a worker has indicated to 
him his place and function in labour, and without 
which that labour would be as fruitless as the 
building of the Tower of Babel. A similar organi¬ 
sational role is played by law when it establishes 
and secures profits ; even rhythmic music or the 
singing of “ Doubinoushka play this role when 
they serve to co-ordinate the labour efforts of Man. 
Ideological forms them.selves, as has been said 
above, rise out of the technical conditions of pro¬ 
duction and economic relations. But having once 

^ “Doubinoushka” (the “beam”) is a Biissian song of lab 
the ihytliin of which Russian labourers adapted their mo 

>nts while at w'oik tugging a heavy load in gangs —Tra 
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risen they, like the instruments of organisation, in 
their turn influence technique and economics, i.e., 
they assist or lay the path for the development of 
production. Speaking generally, economic science 
does not concern itself with the dogmas of the 
Catholic Church ; but immediately this Church be¬ 
comes a bulwark of obsolete feudal relations, im¬ 
mediately, as .such, it stands across the path of the 
more progressive—from the point of view of poli¬ 
tical economy—capitalist relations, our science 
cannot fail to take this fact into consideration. 

Social relations do not represent something that 
is permanent, immutable. They are continually 
changing, like all Nature. These changes ex¬ 
press either the progress or the decline of the 
forces of .society, either the victory of society over 
Nature or the victory of Nature over society. Time 
was when men lived in small compact communes 
independent of each other. At that time produc¬ 
tive relations were very narrow and simple, and 
distributive relations took the form of direct dis¬ 
tribution. Now human society is enormous, econo¬ 
mic relations are to a high degree complex ; but 
between the past and the present there is a con¬ 
tinuous chain of development. Events of quite a 
different nature have occurred—when the forces of 
society in the struggle with nature declined, the 
broad social ties broke down, economic relations 
became narrower and simpler; here science has to 
trace a different chain of changes, a chain not of 
development, but of decline, of degeneration. The 
interest of science is concentrated on questions of 
development and degeneration, for science is one 
of the weapons of humanity in the struggle for 
existence, for development. 
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This defines the essential features and order of 
our further exposition. 

2. The Methods of Economic Science 

Economic science, like other sciences, employs 
two methods of investigation • (i) The inductive 
method, the method of generalisation, working from 
the particular to the general, and (2) the deductive, 
the method of applying generalisations, which 
draws the conclusions from the general to the par¬ 
ticular. 

The inductive method expresses it.self in general¬ 
ising descriptions. Observing a number of pheno¬ 
mena we endeavour to find that which is common 
to them all, and in this way we make the first 
generalisation. In discovering other features we 
make a generalisation of a second order, and so on. 
If we, for example, examined a number of smiths’ 
workshops we may discover features common to 
them all, and taking these common features we can 
create for ourselves a general conception of a 
smith’s workshop We can do the same thing with 
regard to a bookbinder’s workshop, a bakery, a 
tailor’s shop, etc. Comparing the.se first generali¬ 
sations and taking all that which is common to 
them all, we may then obtain a conception of ar¬ 
tisans’ workshops in general. We will then have 
a generalisation of the second order. Taking the 
general features of this, and also another generali¬ 
sation referring to peasant farming, we arrive at a 
broader generalisation, that of the “economy of 
small producers.” When we denote the general 
features of such a number of similar phenomena we 
get a generalised description. 
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The processes of life are so complex and varied 
that a simple description easily becomes confusing; 
in phenomena closely related to each other one finds 
certain symptoms sometimes present and sometimes 
absent; sometimes they are expressed strongly and 
sometimes weakly; all this frequently renders a 
generalisation extremely difficult and complicates 
the description. Under such conditions we must 
resort to another method, that of statistical 
induction. 

The statistical method enables us to see how 
frequently one or other .symptom is met with in a 
given group of phenomena, and to what degree 
these symptoms are e.xpres.scd. With the aid of a 
generalised description of the ownership of pro¬ 
perty we di.stinguish in society two groups • “pro¬ 
perty owners” and “non-property owners.” The 
statistical method may bring clearness and exact¬ 
ness in our inve.stigation, i.e., it will show with 
what frequency and to what extent we will meet 
people in .society belonging to one or the other 
group. By employing the statistical method, we 
may arrive at the conclusion that out of a hundred 
million people, say eighty million are similar to 
each other in that they own property, and twenty 
million are similar to each other in that they do 
not own property; and further we may learn how 
many among these property owners are million¬ 
aires, rich, or poor. But our method is not limited 
to this function. Such calculations could, for ex¬ 
ample, establish the fact that ten years ago in this 
same society there were eighty-five property owners 
out of every hundred, and that ten years previous 
to that there were ninety out of a hundred. In this 
way wc perceive also the tendency of development. 
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I.C., the direction in which the changes in the facts 
observed are going. But from whence this ten¬ 
dency originated and how far it may go still re¬ 
mains unknown to us • our statistics cannot show 
'd’hy the number of people who have become poor 
during this period is greater than the number of 
non-property owners who have become property 
owners during thi.s same jicriod. 

The fact is that while the statistical method gives 
us a more complete, more perfect, description of 
facts, it does not, however, explain them. Every 
phenomenon, particularly an economic phenomenon, 
represents a complex result of many causes. The 
statistical method cannot isolate these causes from 
their chain, it cannot define which of them is 
more common and fundamental, which of them is 
secondary and casual, and, finally, it cannot tell 
us how any of the causes unite with each other in 
actuality In the example we have taken it may 
appear that the number of property owmers which 
for a period of .several years declined, later on 
gradually or suddenly begins to incrca.se : this may 
happen, for example, as a con.scquence of an agrar¬ 
ian revolution, which may have divided the large 
estates of several thousand owners among millions 
of labourers, and thus converted the latter into pro¬ 
perty owners The statistical method cannot find 
the basis of phenomena, and for this purpose we 
must resort to the ahstracl-analylical method. 

Essentially this method simplifies facts by analy¬ 
sis. In investigating facts, various complicating 
conditions are i.solated and removed so that the very 
basis of the phenomenon is revealed. The isolation 
or the making an abstraction of these conditions' 
is done cither practically or mentally. Practical 
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abstractions are made very frequently in natural 
science. They are done in this way . the natural 
phenomena being investigated are artificially re¬ 
produced in the laboratory, which makes it possible 
to isolate these phenomena from a number of con¬ 
ditions which usually complicate them. Let us 
take, for example, the falling of bodies the major¬ 
ity of them fall vertically, some fall rapidly, others 
slowly, some bodies fall in a zig-zag fashion, while 
others not only do not fall, but even rise. Observ¬ 
ing the dependence of all these phenomena upon, 
for example, the direction of the wind, it is not 
difficult to guess that the resistance of the air plays 
the part here of a complicating condition. From 
this automatically arises the task of as far as poss¬ 
ible abstracting this condition. We reproduce the 
process of falling in an artificially created environ¬ 
ment iu\, we cau.se bodies to fall in a tube from 
which the air has been pumped out. Then it ap¬ 
pears that lead, a feather, and paper all fall verti¬ 
cally and with equal rapidity. In this manner we 
discover the fundamental and permanent tendency 
of a given group of phenomena, we discover their 
basis ; we say that all bodies fall in the direction 
of the earth with equal rapidity'. Having this law 
we can proceed further to investigate the influence 
of the resi,stance of the air—the most complicating 
tendency—and then the influence of the wind, 
casual impetu.se.s, etc., and the phenomena become 
more and more completely and exactly “explained” 
to us. 

To make such practical abstractions is not always 
possible and this method cannot be applied to all 
phenomena. It cannot be applied, for instance, to 
such a science as solar mechanics, and it cannot be 
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applied to our science. In this case we have to re¬ 
sort to the mental abstraction of the complicating 
conditions of the facts under observation. The best 
way to explain the es.sence of this method is by ex¬ 
ample. vStatistics e.stablish the fact that in capital¬ 
ist countries over a long period big capital in¬ 
creases, that the number of middle and particularly 
small capitals decrease, and that the number of pro¬ 
letarians having no capital during the same period 
increases. The rapidity of this process, however, 
varies in different countries In one it will develop 
rapidly, in another slowly, in the third an opposite 
tendency is observed, and in a fourth the amount of 
small capital temporarily exceeds the large. The 
statistics convince us that the phenomenon indicated 
exists in all capitali.st countries; but pure capital¬ 
ism does not exist anywhere; it always contains 
some survivals of the feudal system, of the handi¬ 
craft system, and even some forms of the more dis¬ 
tant past, The.se undoubtedly are complicating cir¬ 
cumstances of the phenomenon we are investigating. 
In order to abstract them, we divide our statistics 
into columns in the following manner • in the first 
we place those countries in which obsolete forms 
of society are most pronounced, like Persia and 
Turkey; in the second, we place countries where 
these survivals arc less pronounced, like Russia 
and Japan, etc. ; and then such countries as Eng¬ 
land and the United States, where capitalism is 
least of all complicated by the survivals of previous 
economic relations. We find then that the process 
we are investigating—the concentration of capital— 
goes on most distinctly and correctly, in its purest 
form, in those countries where the survivals of ob¬ 
solete pre-capitalist forms are least pronounced. 
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Mentally continuing our columns until we have 
completely abstracted these survivals, we arrive at 
a conception of pure capitalism, and we come to the 
following conclusion the fundamental and per¬ 
manent tendency of capitalism is the concentration 
of capital. This ab'^tracl conchtstou is the abstract 
hnc’ of capitalism. 

The essence and significance of the three forms 
of the inductive method are the e.\act description 
of phenomena, the determination of their number, 
and the establishment of their fundamental laws ; 
these “e.vplain” the phenomena At the same 
time they prepare firm ground for scientific fore¬ 
casts, which are made by means of the deductive 
method. 

This method implies the application of general¬ 
isations and laws obtained by induction to particu¬ 
lar cases, and thus we draw our inferences and 
make our forecasts in connection with them. 

There are simple and complex deductions. If, 
for example, it is establi.shed that the development 
of capitalism is bound up with the process of con¬ 
centration of capital, then, with reference to Japan, 
which has entered the path of capitalist develop¬ 
ment, we raajf assert that small producers will die 
out, that the proletarian masses will increase, etc. 
Here we apply only one premise obtained by induc¬ 
tion. The case is, therefore, one of simple deduc¬ 
tion. But for the purpose of understanding and 
forecasting a definite particular case, science most 
frequently has to apply several inductive generali¬ 
sations or laws simultaneously. If, for example, 
we have to forecast the movement of the prices of 
commodities we must take into consideration a num¬ 
ber of generalisations and abstract laws relating to 
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the changes in the value of money, the influence of 
private capitalist monopoly, etc., etc. This is 
coinf^h’x deduction. 

Tt is quite clear that the reliability and exactness 
of our deductions depend upon the general pre¬ 
mises from which we draw our inferences. For that 
reason the power of deduction rests entirely upon 
the reliability of vliat we obtain from our induc¬ 
tive metliods. In this sense, an inference (deduc¬ 
tion) drawn from a generalised description is less 
reliable than an inference drawn from a statis¬ 
tically established premise; the most strict and 
exact inferences are those which are based on the 
general laws of phenomena, but as the latter are 
obtained by the abstract-analytical method, it is 
the chief and best support for the deductive 
method. 

When the abstract laws of a phenomenon arc 
established, i.r., when its chief tendencies are dis¬ 
tinguished, and when the ties of the latter with 
definite conditions are known, it is sufficient to 
know the fundamental condition in order to be able 
to forecast the essential features of the progress 
of the corresponding events; in this lies the whole 
power of science in general, and economic science 
in particular. 

3. Thr System of Exposition 

The social relations of production and distribu¬ 
tion change gradually and consecutively. Rapid 
transitions do not take place, and sharp dividing 
lines between the preceding and that which fol¬ 
lows are not observed. Nevertheless, in studying 
the economic life of any society it is generally 
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possible to divide it into several periods, consider¬ 
ably (lifFering from each other in the construction 
of their social relations, although not sharply 
separated from each other 

What is of greatest interest to us—and what is 
at the same time most studied by science—is the 
development of those societies which have entered 
into the composition of “civilised” humanity of 
our times. In its main features the path of develop¬ 
ment of the.se societies is the same. Up to the 
present day we observe two main phases which in 
some cases and some particulars have developed 
unequally, but in essentials have developed almost 
equally; and a third phase wdiich belongs to the 
future. 

1. Primitive Natural Self-sufficing Society .— 
Its distinguishing features are ihe weakness of 
the social man in the struggle against nature, the 
narrowness of separate social organisations, the 
simplicity of social relations, the absence or the 
insignificant development of exchange, and the 
extreme slowness of change in social forms 

2. Commercial Society .—The extent of social 
production and the variety of its elements grow. 
Society represents a complex whole composed of 
separate enterprises which only in a comparatively 
insignificant degree satisfy their requirements by 
their owm products, but mostly by the products 
of other enterprises, that is by means of exchange. 
Development proceeds through the struggle of in¬ 
terests and social contradiction; the rapidity of 
development increases. 

3. Socially Organised Society—A Stage of 
Development not yet Attained .—The extent and 
complexity of production continues unceasingly to 
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grow, but the varieU^ of its elements is transformed 
to the tools and methods of labour, while the 
members of society develop in the direction of 
uniformity. Production and distribution are sys¬ 
tematically organised by society itself in a single 
purposeful system which bears no trace of separ¬ 
ateness, contradiction, or anarchy. The process 
of development proceeds more and more rapidly. 

In analysing the .social relations of each period 
it is necessary to explain why and in what manner 
they arose, and why and tn what manner they 
changed and became transformed into new 
relations. 

Owing to the inseparable connection.s of econo¬ 
mic phenomena with juridical and ideological 
phenomena, economic science cannot avoid the 
development of the.se three spheres of social- 
human life. 
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NATERAL SELF-SUFFICINO SOCIETY 
I 

PRIMITIVE TRIBAL COMMUNISM 

T he data on the basis of v\Tuch one has to 
study the lives of primitive men can by no 
means be called rich No literature has 
come down to us from primitive man because in 
his day there could not have been any literature. 
The only memorials of that period are the bones, 
tools, etc., found in the eaVth, as well as traces 
of prehistoric social relations preserved in cus¬ 
toms, cults, folk-lore and roots of words. 

There is yet another source to which one can 
resort in studying the life of primitive man, and 
that is the lives, relations and customs of modern 
savages, particularly tho.se who are still in the 
lowest stages of development. Hut while resorting 
to this source, one must ob.serve great caution in 
the conclusions one draws. W'e can no longer find 
savages who have not come into contact with more 
developed people, and it is easy to fall into serious 
error bv taking for survivals of primitive customs 
those which, in fact, have been acquired in com¬ 
paratively recent times It is possible to fall into 
another error. A tribe which had reached a 
certain stage of culture niai- lose the greater part 
of its acquiremcnt.s as a consequence of unfavour¬ 
able historical conditions. By taking such a 
retrograde tribe for a primitively wild tribe one 
may draw many incorrect conclusions. 

In any case, the stock of information on the 
life of primitive man in our possession at the 
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present moment is sufficient to explain tlie main 
features of the social relations of “ prehistoric ” 
epochs. 

I. The Primitive Relations oe Man to Nature 

In the struggle with Nature man was armed very 
badly, worse even than many beasts. The weapons 
of Nature—hands, feet, teeth—were much weaker 
in man than, for instance, in large beasts of prey. 
The artificial weapons, which to-day give man the 
decisive advantage over the rest of animate and in¬ 
animate Nature, at that time were so crude and 
the number at the disposal of man .so small that 
they could not help him much in the struggle for 
existence 

In this difficult struggle primitive man was far 
from being the master of Nature. Quite the con¬ 
trary. The first period of the life of man is the 
period of the oppression and the slavery of man, 
only the oppressor and dominator is not some other 
man, but Nature. 

The first weapons used by man were undoubtedly 
stones and sticks. These weapons, taken straight 
from Nature, can be found even among the 
higher apes. Nowadays there are no s-^vages who 
do not know .some other kind of weapon. 

'J'lie brain of primitive man was weak and un¬ 
developed ; no time was left to him for mental 
work in the continual, exhausting struggle in 
w'hich the menace of death never disappeared for 
a single instant. 

Nevertheless, man developed. The dull 
oppressed slave of Nature, hunting for his means 
of life, fighting for his existence, in the process 
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of labour became acquainted witli the subject and 
forces of nature, from {generation to generation 
transmitted and accumulated experience and im¬ 
proved his weapons. W^ith terrible slowness, dur¬ 
ing the course of many thou.sands of years, inven¬ 
tions and discoveries were made. Tilings were 
invented which to present-day man seem extremely 
simple, but they were not cheaply acquired by 
primitive man. By tying .stones to sticks, by 
working them up, by adapting them to various 
uses, these primitive weapons eventually evolved 
into man}'- other tools—stone axes, hammers, 
knives, spears, etc 

The discovery of fire must be ascribed to the 
very earliest stage of the existence of humanity. 
Man could have made the acquaintance with fire 
as a consequence of lightning, the eruption of 
volcanoes, or forest fires, which very frequently 
occur without human cause The examination of 
the scene of a fire taught our distant forefathers 
the heating properties of fire, and experience 
taught them to observe that fruits and meat under 
the operation of a moderate fire became more 
palatable and .softer and that it was practical to 
make use of the.se useful properties. imagine 

that at first fire was not obtained artificially, but 
was simply maintained. Producing fire by means 
of friction and creating sparks from flints was done 
at a much higher stage in the development of 
technique. 

Primitive man did not have any permanent 
dwelling. He protected himself from the cold or 
heat and rain under thick leafy trees, in bushes, 
and in caves. For this purpo.se he al.so u.sed hollow- 
trees or pits in the earth covered with twigs, at the 
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bottom of winch burned a fire protected from the 
wind. Various kinds of huts, portable and per¬ 
manent dwellings, were undoubtedly the product 
of a much later period. 

These are the general features of the stock of 
means which man employed in his struggle for 
existence. The more perfect, but, from the point 
of view of modern man, certainl^^ primitive, tools 
appeared later; among these must be included, for 
example, hooks made from fishbones, rafts, which 
later developed into boats, and finally bows and 
arrows, which placed man on a level with the 
strongest animal. 

Thus, little by little, productive labour pro¬ 
gressed in that early period of the life of humanity. 

Industry consisted in securing fruits from trees, 
hunting the smaller animals, fishing, making 
crude tools from .stone, wood, and bone, and crude 
clothing from skins. This type of production may 
be described as /mnfuig, understanding by that 
term the securing from external Nature of the 
means of life directly supplied by her—either 
animals in the forest, fish in the waters, or fruits 
from wild vegetation. The ehief feature of such 
industry is that it does not completely secure to 
man the means of life. The gathe’-ing of fruit, 
hunting, fishing, are occupations in which accident 
plays too great a part. Primitive man did not 
know how to and, owing to his nomadic life, could 
not gather a reserve : he had not yet achieved 
those branches of production—agriculture and 
catt’e breeding-—which give man security for the 
morrow. 

All man’s efforts were devoted to securing the 
necessities of life. His daily labour was hardly 
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sufficient to feed him. Man’s whole time was 
spent in the struggle for life. No surplus labour 
time remained to him which could be employed 
in working for another or improving the conditions 
of his own existence. Labour did not create any 
surplus product above that necessary to maintain 
life. 

One flay the savage hunter may have secured 
more than was enough for him for that day, while 
on the morrow he may have .secured nothing, or 
else ma\- have fallen in an unequal battle with 
some strong beast 

Ihider such conditions, it is evident that ex¬ 
ploitation, 1 c., the acquisition of the fruits of the 
surplus labour of another, was impossible as there 
was no such thing as surplus labour. Under such 
conditions only the crudest, most primitive method 
of gaining .some advantage out of another man 
was possible, and that was to eat him. 

2. ThH CoN.'^TRTTCTIOX of TFIK PrIMITIVK F.4M1I.V 
Grot’r 

Modern .science does not know of any people 
who, either in the present or the past, did not live 
in .society. Already in the primitive epoch there 
existed ties between men, although not nearly as 
broad as now. It was as impossible for a man in 
those days to di.spen.se with the assistance of others 
in the struggle for existence, as it is now'. Face 
to face with hostile Nature, an i.solated person 
would be doomed to speedy and inevitable death. 

However, the .strength of .social alliances w'as 
extremely insignificant. The main reason for this 
lies in the very low development of technique, and 
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this, in its turn, created another reason, viz., the 
extreme narrowness of social ties, the insigniticant 
extent of separate societies. 

The lower the stage of technical development, 
the less perfect arc the methods of the struggle for 
existence, the more land space—"fields of exploi¬ 
tation”—does man require for .securing the means 
of life. Primitive hunting vvas so little productive 
that xinder average natural conditions a square 
mile of land could not feed more than twenty 
persons. vSuch an insignificant group of people 
had to spread themselves over such an enormous 
territory that the maintenance of .social ties would 
have been a highly difficult task; and if we take 
into consideration the primitive technique of 
means of communication, the absence of any kind 
of roads, the absence of domesticated animals upon 
which it might be possible to ride, the tremend¬ 
ous danger accompanying the shortest journeys, 
it will become clear that the extent of social alli¬ 
ances at that time, at the most, affected a score or 
so of people. 

To unite for the purpose of jointly conducting 
the struggle for existence in those times was poss¬ 
ible only for such people whom Nature her.self 
had united by a common origin—the blood rela¬ 
tion. Persons, not related by blood, did not enter 
into free alliances for productive activity; primi¬ 
tive man could not think of such a complex thing 
as a contract. Most important of all, the terrible 
severity of the struggle for existence taught man 
to regard with hostility all those who were not 
bound to him by birth and co-habitation. For that 
reason the social organisation of the primitive 
period had the form of blood alhance or the gens. 
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The limits of this form also limited the economic 
relations. 

The fundamental productive relation of the gens 
is simple co-opcralion. Social labour activity is .so 
limited and simple that everyone is able to do 
evetything that everyone eKe is able to do, and 
everyone separately carries out approximately the 
same kind of work This is the weakest form of 
the ties of co-operation. In certain cases ties of a 
iilorc close character appear upon the scene : the 
collective execution of certain tasks which an in¬ 
dividual could not carry out by himself, but is 
carried out with the aid of the mechanical force 
which is created in the combined activity of a whole 
group, as, for example, joint defence against some 
strong beast, or hunting such a beast. 

Eater, but quite early, there developed within 
the gens a certain division of labour. At first, 
this division was based upon the physiological 
ditTerences of .sex or age; hunting represented the 
occupation of the adult male, the gathering of 
fruits was the work of w'omen and children, etc. 

The distribution of labour among individuals 
could not have been left to the choice of each 
individual ; the stern struggle with Nature did not 
permit that • the activities of the workers neces¬ 
sarily had to be .strictly co-ordinated in order that 
there should not be any fruitless waste of effort. 
Labour had to be organised by the general will 
of the gens, in accordance with its common in¬ 
terests. The progress of the development of the 
primitive blood alliance at this moment can only 
be established approximately and in its most 
general features. In its first form, the gens con¬ 
sisted probabE^ of the mother, and her children. 
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who in their youth required her assistance. After 
a time, tlie advantage.s of co-operation made the 
ties of such a family more permanent, the children 
did not leave their mother, even when they reached 
the age of puberty. The habit of co-habitation 
developed and the people strove more and more 
to keep together. The gens grew, of course, only 
to such an e.xtent a.s the development of technique 
permitted ; exxeeding tho.se limits in its size the 
gens inevitably .split up. 

The forms of distribution in the primitive gens 
completely corresponded to the productive rela¬ 
tions. If the distribution of labour in produc¬ 
tion depended not on the individual, but on the 
collective wtll, .so the division of the producis 
of that labour must have been the task of the 
whole group The group gave to each according 
to his requirement.s To give to an\' of the mem¬ 
bers of the group less than was necessary for 
them was impossible, becau.se such conduct would 
have led to the deaths of members of the gens and 
to t\\e weakeuiug of tl\e group itself, and to give 
more than was necessary was possible only in very 
rare eases Generally this was prevented by the 
insignificant development of production and the 
ab.sence of surplus labour (i.e., labour producing 
a surplus above that which was nece.s.sary to main¬ 
tain life). 

Consequently primitive distribution bore an or¬ 
ganised communist character. There were no 
traces of private individual property. What was 
produced in common was distributed in common 
and immediately consumed. There was no accu¬ 
mulation. 
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3. Thk Rise of Ideology 

The first ideological phenomenon was speech, 
which began to develop in that distant period in 
the life of man when he began to leave the zoo¬ 
logical state. The origin of speech is closely con¬ 
nected with the process of labour ; it arose out of 
the so-called labour cries. When a man makes 
some exertion it is reflected in his voice and breath¬ 
ing apparatus, and involuntarily he gives utter¬ 
ance to some cry which corresponds to the effort 
he is making The sound “ha” uttered by a 
woodman wielding an axe, the sound “ouch” 
accompanying the exertions of the Volga bargees 
tugging at the chain of the barge, the cry “ai-ai” 
which one hears uttered by Tunis paviers as they 
raise and drop the heavy “driver” are all labour 
“eiaculations” or cries 

The organisms of the individual members of 
the gens were extremely similar because they were 
closely related by birtb and lived together amidst 
the same natural conditions It is quite natural, 
therefore, that the labour cries of all the members 
of the primitive commune should be the same, and 
that these cries should automatically become the 
names describing the particular action which gave 
rise to them Thus aro.se the first few primitive 
words, ('hanging and becoming complex as their 
basis—labour activitv—developed and became more 
complex, it was only after thousands of vears that 
these words developed into the numerous dialects 
of later times which philologists reduce to a few 
roots of several no longer existing languages. 

Thus primitive words represented collective 
human effort There is not the slightest doubt 
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about their significance as organising forms for 
the labour process. At first they regulated labour, 
infusing vigour and correctness to the movement 
of the workers, and subsequently acquiring the 
sense of imperative obedience, or call to labour. 

Thinking is a later ideological phenomenon. It 
represents, as it were, inward speech. Thinking 
is composed of conceptions expressed in words 
and comprises “thoughts” or ideas. In order to 
think, therefore, it is necessary to have words, 
symbols which can describe the thoughts con¬ 
tained in man’s mind. In otlicr words thinking 
arose from speech. (If we assume the contrary 
—that speech is the product of thought, that 
separate individuals “think” words before they 
had been previously expressed among men—we 
arrive at a very stupid conclusion a language 
thus created w’ould not be understood except by 
the one who created it.) If that be so, then we 
have to admit that not only words but also thoughts 
undoubtedly arose out of the social process of pro¬ 
duction. 

As we saw, words and conceptions served as 
rallying cries to work, and for combining labour 
efforts, but this did not limit their function. 
Words very early became a means of handing 
down and preserving in the group the continually 
accumulating labour experiences. The adult mem¬ 
bers of the primitive communistic group have to 
explain to the younger members their economic 
functions. For that purpose, they point to some 
edible vegetation and utter a number of words 
expressing a .series of consecutive actions : “seek,” 
“pluck,” “bring,” “break,” “eat.” The young 
savage remembers the iustruction.s given him, and 
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later is able to employ the technical rules com¬ 
municated to him, which are the result of the 
accumulated experience of the older members of 
the commune 

Tvater on these same words are applied to non¬ 
human actions, to the spontaneous movements of 
animals and inanimate objects From this fol- 
lous the descrihtvm of the phenomena of external 
Nature Tn the process of the strugj^de with 
Nature man observes a certain consecutiveness in 
her events This consecutiveness he expresses in 
a corresponding combination of words, and creates 
for himself and his fellow members of the gens the 
“technical rules,” as it were, of the phenomena of 
Nature which eases the struggle for existence. 
Among these technical rules, must be included 
“custom,” i e , the established living relation be¬ 
tween members of the gens—the method of dis¬ 
tributing the spoils of wars, the order established 
during joint hunting expeditions, etc. 

The.se are the general features of the forms of 
the primitive ideology which, as we see, were 
organised by the forms of production. 

It would be ab.surd to seek for a “philosophy” 
in the modern sense of the word in primitive man 
Philosophy first of all presupposes sv’stematised 
ideas, whereas the ideas of primitive man are 
scattered and scrapp\'; they were only bound by 
the labour processes and natural phenomena to 
which they directly referred. If there were no 
philosophy, of course there could be no religion, 
which represents a system, and is always ba.sed 
on definite laws of existence. 

From the point of view of our science, it is par- 
ticularlj" important to observe the collectivism of 
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primitive thought. Man did not put himself men- 
tall}’- outside the group to which he belonged ; he 
did not regard himself as a centre of interest or 
striving; he did not think of himself as “I,” as 
modern man d(jes, but merged himself with the 
gens as part of a whole. Thinking at that time 
was “compact,” like the commune itself, that is, 
it was equal for all the members of the group. 
There was no individuality, no personality; for 
centuries generations imitated each other, and 
this imitation served to strengthen these stagnant 
inert living forms. 

Primitive thinking was of a very conservative 
character. This resulted from the conditions of 
that labour life in which the.se thoughts grew. 
For the development of life it is necessary to 
have a surplus of energy, and, as we saw, the 
primitive communes did not possess that. 

It is perfectly clear, therefore, that the con¬ 
servatism of thought and ideas in general as or¬ 
ganisers of the forms of production were the cause 
of the extraordinary slowness of economic develop¬ 
ment. Only an elemental and powerful force over 
man could overcome this inertne.ss and conservat¬ 
ism of primitive ideology and give an impetus to 
further development. That force wa.s absolute 
over-population. 

4. Fokcks ok Development in Primitive 
Society 

The size of the gens was strictly limited by the 
level of the productivity of labour . with the exist¬ 
ing methods of production the group inevitably 
had to break immediately increase of population 



ECONOMIC vSCIENCK 29 

brought the numbers beyond a certain limit. In- 
.stead of having one group, we have two, and each 
of these occupving a certain field of exploitation 
may increase the population to the limit when it 
w’ill again inevitably split up into two, and .so on. 
'I'hus the increase of population tends definitely 
to increase the number of inhabitants of a given 
country But the area of a country is limited, 
and with the existing means of production it can 
only maintain a definite number of people. When 
the density of the hunting population has reached, 
say, twenty to the square mile, any further in¬ 
crease in the population will be superfluous and 
the growing population will be faced with a short¬ 
age of tlie means of life. This is what is called 
absoluh’ over-popuJahon. 

Absolute o\cr-popiilation bring.s with it hunger, 
disease, and greater mortality—a whole series of 
sufferings. 'I'lic force of siiiTcring .somewhat over¬ 
come-. the dull inertness of custom, and the pro¬ 
gress of technique becomes possible Hunger com¬ 
pels man to overcome his revulsion to everything 
that IS new, and the embryo of the new methods 
in the struggle for existence commences to develop. 
The.se may include methods wdiich had clearly been 
known but never applied, as well as those newly 
discovered. 

The most iiiipontan'a obstacle to the develop¬ 
ment has been overcome, but another still re¬ 
mains, and that is the lack of knowledge, the 
inability coii.sciously to seek new methods in the 
struggle agaimst Nature. Owing to this, develop¬ 
ment proceeds uncon.sciously, spontaneously, and 
so slowly that modern man can only imagine it 
with difficulty. 
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The improvement of technique only temporarily 
eases the sufferings that arise as a consequence of 
absolute over-population. The new methods of 
social labour in their turn prove inadequate where 
the population has still further increased, and 
again the power of hunger compels man to take 
a step further along the path of development. 

One of the first consequences of absolute over¬ 
population is usually an intensification of the con¬ 
flicts between gens, and later the migration of 
whole tribes to a new country. Such migration is 
as difficult a task for the dull minds of primitive 
men as every change in technique. 

The causes of development in primitive society 
are as follows The inertness of the forms of pro¬ 
duction, sooner or later, inevitably leads to absol¬ 
ute over-population, and this in its turn breaks 
down the inertness. Owing to the extreme con¬ 
servatism of primitive .social psychology the pro¬ 
gress of technique almost always lags behind the 
increase in the population, and the shortage of the 
means of life is, generally speaking, chronic. 
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II 

AUTHORITARIAN TRIBAL COMMUNES 

I. The Rise of Agrici'ethre and Cattle 
Breeding 

T he force of absolute over-population com¬ 
pelled primitive man little by little to perfect 
his weapons and methods of hunting. This 
in the course of time compelled him to go beyond 
the limits of this form, and take up such new 
mediods of struggling for existence as would to a 
considerable extent remove his dependence upon 
the elemental caprices of external Nature. 

Agriculture and cattle-breeding arose in various 
countries, evidently independently, and at first 
were separated from each other in accordance with 
local and natural conditions. 

We can in all probability regard the discovery of 
agriculture as the result of a senes of “accidental” 
facts, which no doubt repeated themselves from 
time to time. Chancing to throw away some 
grain gathered from some wild grain-bearing 
plant, after a few months man discovered shoots 
of corn growing in the place where he had thrown 
the grain. This must have happened thousands 
of times without being understood ; but sooner or 
later the connection between these two phenomena 
must have forced itself into the mind of the savage 
and necessity compelled him to make use of the 
connection. In all probability, this discovery was 
made by the woman, who as a consequence of hav¬ 
ing to take care of the children led a less wander- 
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ing life than the hunter-man, and was engaged 
more in gathering fruits and grain/ 

Primitive agriculture was very unlike modern 
agriculture in its condition and the unreliability 
of its methods. The plough is an invention of 
much later times ; in the comparatively recent past, 
in by no means primitive times, ploughing was 
carried on with the aid of a tree trunk from which 
all the branches except one had been lopped off, 
sharpened at the end, and this made the furrow as 
the log was dragged along the ground. The ear¬ 
liest agrieultural tool was a sharpened stick with 
which holes were made in the ground to contain 
the seeds. We meet the same form of land cul¬ 
tivation at the pre.sent time in South Africa and in 
Angola, where a plant bearing the name of mamoka 
is very widely cultivated by digging up the ground 
with the sharpened end of a stick ; the woman 
plants the stalks of the mamoka, which after a few 
years give a plentiful harvest. Of course, there 
could not have been any question of any more per¬ 
fect methods in the first stages of the development 
of agriculture. We must assume that the cultiva¬ 
tion of corn, so widespread among the Slavs, was 
at first conducted by them by the same methods 
as those adopted by the Angolian woman. In 
fact the word “sokha” (plough) in some of the 
Slav dialects means simply a stick or a stake. 

As for cattle-breeding, this in all probability 
arose out of the custom of domesticating animals 


' Among certain American ants lias been cliscoverc’d tlie 
embryo of agriculture in the following form the aiits do 
not sow, but carefully weed out the grass from around the 
wild herbs the seeds of which they eat ft is possible that 
man’s first steps m agiiculture were similar. 
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for the sake of diversion. (Even to-day there are 
many savage peoples, nomadic hunters, living at 
the lowest stages of development, who have 
domesticated many wild animals which are a bur¬ 
den ratlicr than a source of material advantage.) 
Later on, of course, the advantages to be obtained 
from some of these animals came to be understood, 
and tlieir domestication was conducted system¬ 
atically. 

Like agriculture, cattle-breeding gave men a 
certain security of e.xistence, and released a cer¬ 
tain portion of human strength, thus facilitating 
further development. The primitive forms of 
agriculture and cattle breeding, even separately, 
increased the limits of the size of the population 
of the country three or four times (in the average 
condition of the temperate zone to seventy people 
to the square mile) 

Agriculture at first very little affected the 
nomadic form of life of savage tribes ; it merely 
supplemented hunting, and the tribe, submitting 
to tlie requirements of the chase, usually con¬ 
tinued to migrate from place to place, only stay¬ 
ing in one place long enough to allow for the sow¬ 
ing, ripening and harvesting of crops. Cattle- 
breeding at first makes a nomadic life even neces¬ 
sary. 'J'he cattle require pasturage, and when 
grazing in one place is e.xhausted, it is necessary 
to move to another. 

In the course of time, the growth of the popula¬ 
tion compels men to combine agriculture with 
cattle-breeding, and to adopt a settled form of life. 
This follow'ed from the possibility of improving 
agricultural in.struments, and emplo3dng the 
strength of animals in the work. The growth of 
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the productivity of labour permitted an increase 
of the density of the population another three 
times (in temperate climates to 200 to the square 
mile). From that time the life of man became 
comparatively secure. Unlike primitive man he 
no longer had to .spend all his labour time in 
securing the immediate means of life. The labour 
of agriculture and cattle-breeding became more 
productive • the quantity of productivity during a 
definite period continually increased. Man has 
now spare time to devote to the improvement of 
the means of production and technique generally, 
h'urt her more, conditions arc created in which some 
of the members of society can be relieved from 
physical labour. The means of existence are pro¬ 
vided for them by the other members of the 
commune. 

'rims over and above necessary labour there 
appears surplus labour, which hitherto could only 
have existed in a casual and temporary manner, 
but now has become a permanent phenomenon.^ 

2. Tiik Dkvkpopjiknt oi- tiik Prodt/ctivk 
Rkl.xtions in thk Gkns 

The increase in the productivity of social-labour 
rendered possible a considerable increase in the 
size of the gens; cattle-breeding in particular, by 
creating more efficient means of travelling (riding 
with reindeer, on horses and camels), permitted 
the maintenance of social connections over a wider 

^ “Necessary labour” is that part of social-labour 'winch 
serves to create and maintain the labour-power of society; 
“surplus” labour is the remaining part of social-labour which 
produces “surplus products ” 
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area than hitherto, whieh still further permitted 
the extension of the borders of the group. Thus 
the size of a society began to be measured not in 
tens but in hundreds. The Patriarch Abraham, 
for instance, could count on 417 men capable of 
bearing arms in his nomadic group. 

The considerable growth in extent and complex¬ 
ity of production gave birth to new forms of divi¬ 
sion of labour. One of these is mo.st important 
for further development, and that is the work of 
organising production. 

While group production is insignificant in ex¬ 
tent, extremely simple, and calculated upon direct 
consumption in the immediate future, the work of 
organisation can be a common task, conducted sim¬ 
ultaneously with the work of execution, as such 
work docs not exceed the intelligence of the aver¬ 
age member of the group. When, however, it is 
necessarj^ to divide hundreds of various tasks 
suitably among individual workers, to calculate 
the requirements of the group several months 
ahead, to co-ordinate carefully the expenditure of 
social-labour energy with these requirements and 
control this expenditure clo.sely, then the task of 
organisation is separated from the tasks of execu¬ 
tion and the carrying out of both by the same in¬ 
dividuals becomes impossible; the former task now 
far exceeds the mental capacities of the average 
worker, and becomes the special function of the 
most experienced and able persons. Firstly, in 
each group it becomes concentrated in the hands 
of one man, usually the oldest in the group—the 
patriarch. 

In the first stages of organising labour, the 
functions of the person carrying out the work is 

C 



36 A vSHORT COURSE OF 

hardly to he distinguished from the activities of 
the otlier members of the gens. The organiser con¬ 
tinues to perform the same work as the others. As 
the most experienced person, people rather copy 
him than subordinate themselves to him. But as 
the division of labour develops and communal pro¬ 
duction becomes more complex the work of organi¬ 
sation becomes completely differentiated from the 
work of execution. The attitude towards the 
patriarch, divorced from the direct process of pro¬ 
duction, IS now that of unquestioned obedience. 
Thus in the sphere of production there arises per¬ 
sonal authority and subordination—a special form 
of division of labour whicli has enormous import¬ 
ance 111 the further development of society. 

From the point of view of separate groups war 
must be regarded as a special brancli of produc¬ 
tion—as social-labour struggles with external 
Nature—for human enemies, to primitive societies, 
represent external elements jirst like wolves and 
tigers. In the patriarchal-tribal epoch this sphere 
of production acquired considerable importance 
because, more than ever, the density of the popu¬ 
lation caused more frequent conflicts between men ; 
among nomad cattle-breeders the conflicts arising 
out of disputes over pasturage became almost per¬ 
manent. War considerably facilitates the increase 
and strengthening of the authority of the organiser. 
Whir demands compact organisation and strict 
discipline. The unquestioned obedience to leaders 
in war is little 63' little transformed to peace 
times. It is quite possible that the authority of 
the organiser first arose in the sphere of war and 
the chase, and later spread over branches of pro¬ 
duction in proportion as it became more complex. 
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What must have particularly facilitated the ex¬ 
tension of the sphere of authority of the organiser 
of war and the chase was the fact that upon him 
depended the distribution of the spoils of the one 
or other enterprise, and this in itself gave him 
considerable economic power and authority within 
the group. 

Evidently, organising labour represents hi.stori- 
callv the earliest form of complex (skilled) labour 
I^abour in the primitive communist group, where 
each one could do everything that every one else 
could do, can be regarded as simple labour. This 
IS what the labour of the majority in the patriar¬ 
chal-tribal groups consists of. The function of 
the organiser is the only function that cannot be 
carried out irrespectively by any member of the 
group. This function demands special experience, 
and, pel haps, more than usual capacity. This 
labour is complex “skilled” labour, it represents 
a greater expenditure of energy equal to mulliplied 
simple lahout.' 

The organiser was guided in his actions, at any 
rate at first, b}’ the common interests of the group. 
Basing his calculations on the general sum of the 
requirements of the group on the one hand, and 
the general sum of labour at the disposal of the 
group on the other, he distributed the work, and 
established the forms of co-operation and division 
of labour. Of cour.se he carried out his compli¬ 
cated ta.sk very largely spontaneously, following 

‘ Simple labour is that labour which can be earned out 
without special training by the avenge (in strength and 
development) worker of a given society With the pro¬ 
gress of economic and cultural life, simple labour, of couise, 
progresses 
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established custom and the example of ancestors ; 
onl}'^ in the minor branches of production, where 
custom did not give any direct guidance, did the 
organiser act on his own initiative and according 
to liis own judgment. 

The growing complexiW of the task of organi¬ 
sation in the course of time caused new changes 
in the structure of the gens. The expansion of 
the group and its production rendered the task of 
organisation impossible for one man, and gradu¬ 
ally part of this work was necessarily transferred 
to other members of the group, usually to the older 
and more experienced. Each one of these became 
an organiser, although secondary and subordinate, 
of some part of the group—for quite understand¬ 
able reasons, that part to which he was most closely 
related by birth. Thus, within the group there 
began gradually to develop families grouped 
around the partial organisers, at the head of which 
stood the patriarch. The differentiation into 
families, however, did not develop very far in the 
patriarchal epoch ; the unity of the group always 
prevailed over the separateness of its parts. 

Gradually the family of the patriarch acquired 
special importance The members of this family 
were in closer contact than any of the others with 
the general work of organisation, and had more 
facilities than the others for training themselves 
in that work. For that reason it was from among 
the members of this family that other organisers 
were elected when the old organiser died or be¬ 
came inefficient. Naturally, the patriarch strove 
to render such a state of affairs permanent, and 
trained beforehand his nearest relatives for the 
task of organising and the other members of the 
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group to elect them. In time this effort was 
crowned with success; the election of the organiser 
became an empty formality, and the patriarch be¬ 
gan himself to appoint his successor; the function 
of organiser in a single family became hereditary. 

vSuch are the productive relations within the 
patriarchal tribe. Besides thc.se the inter-tribal 
connections of human labour acquire considerable 
importance in the patriarchal period. 

With the break up of the tribe the ties between 
the newly-established groups did not break up 
completely In certain cases viliere the strength 
of an individual group proved inadequate, groups 
that were related to each other (belonging to the 
same tribe) united for joint action—for defence 
against invading .strangers, the hunting of large 
herds of animals, etc. At the head of such enter¬ 
prises stood either a council of elders (organisers) 
or a specially selected leader. 

Side by side with such organised co-operation 
there appear upon the .scene other forms of ties 
between groups, viz., unorgani.sed social division 
of labour. As surplus labour becomes rather a 
common, and w’ith the combination of agriculture 
and cattle-breeding, even a permanent feature, so 
there arises a surplus of products, stocks. Owing 
to the varying climatic conditions m which the 
various groups live, or to accidental circumstances, 
these stocks vary between the various groups. The 
first forms of exchange possibly arise out of the 
custom of related groups to mutually concede these 
stocks to each other. Exchange expresses the un¬ 
organised productive relations between groups; 
actually one group produces objects not for itself 
bp.t for others, and the others produce for the first. 
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To a certain extent labour is common between the 
groups, but there is no organisation in this com¬ 
mon labour, each group being organised quite in¬ 
dependently. 

This form of social division of labour in the 
period of the patriarchal-tribal relations does not 
play a great part in the lives of the individual 
communes • each group produces most of the things 
required by it independently. As a general rule 
the things are produced to satisfy the require¬ 
ments of the commune. Of commodity production 
in which the whole labour process consists in pro¬ 
ducing for sale there can be no question here. The 
patriarchal or the authoritarian tribe therefore be¬ 
longs to the period of ualutal (self-sufficing) 
econoinv. 

Tims the main features which distinguish the 
productive relations of the patriarchal tribe from 
those of primitive commumsin arc as follows .— 
diFerentuition between organising and executive 
work; the extension of co-operation and division 
of labour within the group, and to a less extent 
bctw'een the groups; and owing to the existence 
of surplus labour that unorganised form of division 
of labour which expresses itself in e.xchange be¬ 
gins to play an observable role. 

AM these forms evolve very slowly and their 
complete development is conditional upon a settled 
form of life over a long period and the combina¬ 
tion of agriculture and cattle-breeding. When 
this combination has not yet been achieved these 
features are less pronounced. Frequently pas¬ 
toral nomads developed new' forms of life more 
rapidly than pure agriculturists. This is due in 
the first place to the greater productivity of cattle- 
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breeding than primitive agriculture, and secondly 
to the more mobile life of the nomads which re¬ 
sults in more frequent contact and closer relations 
between peoples. 

3 Tmk OKVKumMUNT oi- Fopms Ol' DiSTKim'TlOX. 

'I'o the extent that the organising activity in 
production passed from the groups as a whole into 
the hands of a single person—the patriarch—it 
necessarily followed that the power of organising 
distribution should also pass into his hands. Only 
the organi.ser could without error decide in the 
common interests what part of the social product 
could be immediately consumed, what part could 
be used for further production, and what part had 
to be put by for re.serve . only he, taking into con¬ 
sideration the functions of the individual members 
111 the general work of the group, could apportion 
to each as much as would be necessarc' for the 
extension of those functions. 

The more unaccustomed the majority of the 
members of the tribe became to actual participa¬ 
tion in organisational work, and to watching over 
distribution, the less conditional became the nglit 
of the patriarch to dispo.se of the surplus product 
The more the general sum of surplus labour in¬ 
creased, tlic more considerable became that part 
of it which the patriarch employed for Ins own 
u,se, and con.sequently the inequality in distribu¬ 
tion between him and the rest of the members 
of the group grew ahso. This already is the em¬ 
bryo of exploitation, but only the embryo; for the 
man who carried out such a complicated task as 
that of organiser actually carried out a far larger 
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quantity of work than any other man, and with 
him there necessarily developed more extensive 
requirements than with others. The extent of ex¬ 
ploitation was limited by the general insignificance 
of production and the small variety of the pro¬ 
ducts. The organiser had to be satisfied with the 
same provisions as the re.st, and even if he did 
select for himself the best that was produced, for 
all that he could not eat ten times more bread and 
meat than the others. It is true he could exchange 
part of the surplus products for some special article 
of consumption with another group, but this hap¬ 
pened comparatively rarely owdng to the insigni¬ 
ficant development of exchange. 

Furthermore, in those cases where the individual 
groups united into tribal organisation for some 
specially extensive enterprise, the product of the 
common labour (the spoils of the common chase or 
tVie p\u-n,deT oi war') was Aistribuled by the same 
persons who organised the enterprise, usually the 
council of elders; the distribution among the 
groups took place in proportion to the extent to 
which they respectively took part in the common 
labour. 


4. Dkvkiopmknt op Ideology 

The rise of an organiser of production within 
a group gradualh' changed the relations of the 
individual to the group and changed its psychology. 

Although the power of Nature over men had 
decreased, a new power had arisen, viz., the power 
of one man over another. In reality this w^as the 
power previously wielded over the individual mem- 
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her by the group, now transferred into the hands 
of one person—the patriarch. 

Equality of distribution was lo.st; the whole pro¬ 
duct of surplus labour remained at the disposal 
of the organiser. But this inequality did not 
bear a very pronounced character; the organiser 
simply did what the group did previou.sly—appor¬ 
tioned to each what was necessary to maintain life 
and to carr^^ out his particular function in produc¬ 
tion. The organiser, in the deyelopment of his re¬ 
quirements, did not greatly exceed the other 
members of the group. 

The ties of mutual aid, the compactness of the 
group in the struggle against the outside world, 
still grew in comparison with preceding periods. 
In the first place, the more advanced form of co¬ 
operation and division of labour within the group 
more closely united its members than formerly, 
when the greater part of the every-day work could 
be done by a member of the group independent!}’’, 
when simple “joint labour” prevailed ; secondly, 
the unity of the group was partly strengthened 
owing to the fact that it found concrete living em¬ 
bodiment in the person of the patriarch. 

At the same time, as a consequence of the same 
condition there arose the beginnings of individual¬ 
ism, which expressed itself in the individual dis¬ 
tinguishing liwiscif and his own from the group; 
personal interests began to reveal themselves, 
whereas formerly there were only the interests of 
the commune. 

The function of the organiser of production was 
a special function and belonged to the organiser 
alone; this is the main cause which gave birth in 
his mind to individualist sentiments and ideas, 
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From this main cause developed others which 
operated in the same direction. 

The organiser liad all the common stocks and 
the whole of the surplus product at his disposal 
IVInch gave him the opportunity of extending his 
requirements, thus making him a still more out¬ 
standing figure in his group. In carrying on any 
exchange he acted as the actual owner of the pro¬ 
perty of his group, and having business with an 
organiser he began to regard the latter and later 
on himself as o:cucts of the things that were be¬ 
ing exchanged Thus gradually developed private 
property at first exchange between groups, in 
which the group acted as the owner of its goods, 
must have created the conception of irihal private 
piopcrly: later the special function of the organ¬ 
iser in exchange transformed the minds of men 
and created the idea of posoiial private property. 

However, the idea of personal private property 
couid become firmly fixed in the mind of the or¬ 
ganiser only when that function became hereditary, 
when the group ceased to elect its patriarch, and 
consequently when all traces of the origin of this 
authority from the commune had disappeared. In¬ 
dividualism then found a firm basis for develop¬ 
ment. The idea of regarding the property of the 
tribe as his own property became still more firmly 
fixed in the mind of the organiser, and the idea 
that he was the distributor of this property under 
the control of the commune disappeared more and 
more into the background. At the same time, to 
the extent that actual control of the group over 
the organising activities of its chief disappeared, 
the latter more and more demanded the uncondi¬ 
tional obedience of his tribesmen, and imbued his 
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mind with the idea of his personal authority over 
them. In their development these ideas could 
not but meet with the resi.stance of the otlier mem¬ 
bers of the group, and probably more than one 
of the communes experienced .severe internal 
struggles. However, sooner or later, the strivings 
of the organiser secured the upper hand because 
they corresponded to the actual relations the 
organiser commanded aclual authority over the 
products and over the people, and this was neces¬ 
sary for ♦he group. Thus the patriarch was con¬ 
verted into the .sole owner and complete master of 
the group. 

Essentially the psychological distinction which 
had arisen between the organiser and the other 
members of the tribe was not \crv great because 
the bases which moulded men’s minds remained 
common, t e , the complete unconditional subordi¬ 
nation to custom and the conception of the groii]) 
as a single induisible whole outside of which per¬ 
sonal existence was iinpos-,ible Even the pat¬ 
riarch himself, in spite of the greater wealth of 
his mind, could not consciou.sly raise him.self above 
the century-old foundations of tribal life and felt 
no impulse to come into conflict with them The 
organiser was not a genius, he was not a man 
with exclusive abilities, but the oldest in the tribe, 
a man with many \cars of experience. His organ¬ 
ising activity was based, first of all and mainly, 
upon what his predecessors had done, and only to 
an insignificant degree did he emplo3- his own in¬ 
ventiveness or reason. Custom reigned in his 
.soul as imperativeE’ as it did in tiiai of his dis¬ 
tant ancestor, the primitive communist. The con¬ 
ception of the individuality of the group equally 
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dominated the mind of tlie organiser, because for 
him, too, under no circumstances was it possible 
to live nioiic outside of the tribe, because he knew 
of no other ‘Social tie.-^ but the tribal, and life 
outside of society meant death. The same con¬ 
sideration applied to the other members of the 
group to even a greater degree. (lenerally speak¬ 
ing, conservative custom had not yet been shaken 
by the new relations, and individual consciousness 
had only just begun to distinguish itself from 
group consciousness. The only thing that had 
disappeared was the conception of the uniformity 
of the group 

Thus the general mould of the mind of the 
patriarchal group is little distinguished from that 
of the primitive gens. Consequently the former 
obstacles to all dcvclof>mcnt to a considerable e.\- 
tent still remained. Nevertheless, forces uere 
created which reduced these obstacles. Tempor¬ 
ary intercourse and ties with other groups, al¬ 
though weak, widened the horizon of individuality 
beyond the limits of its own group, and the con¬ 
tact between various forms of custom weakened 
their conservatism. 

Now arises another question : how rich and how 
suitable as material for further development was 
human knowledge at that period ? 

Of course the thousands of years of life of tribal 
societies did not pass in vain, men’s mental stock 
became wider and more varied. The development 
of speech made considerable progress. Primitive 
man, as we saw, possessed very few words, and 
these had an extremely indefinite meaning. At 
that time it was quite sufficient. But the new 
stages of development brought with them compli- 
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cated labour operations and tools, and above all 
division of labour—a whole economic system 
^ruided by the chief of the authontan'aii-tnbal 
commune, the patriarch. Speech became an ex¬ 
tremely necesi^ary instrument of organisation and 
had to be enriched by additional words and their 
combinations. Previous words became differen¬ 
tiated, chanjjed their form, and little by little 
acquired more definite sense Such a develop¬ 
ment of speech became a mighty ideological instru¬ 
ment for progress in general, and for facilitating 
the task of organising labour in particular. This 
instrument was particularly neces.sary for the 
organiser of the authoritarian-tribal commune. 
With the expansion of production and the increase 
in tlie size of the commune it bec.inie impossible to 
guide all the proces.ses of labour by means of 
gesture and mimicry. Besides this, the develop¬ 
ment of speech became an extremely valuable 
means for preserving the whole of the accumu¬ 
lated labour experience. In order that this ex¬ 
perience might be to an extent permanently pre¬ 
served in the memory of the tribe, either in the 
form of recollections or oral tradition, it was neces¬ 
sary to have a more or less developed speech. 

It would not be erroneous to assume that it was 
during the period we are examining that man first 
began to explain Nature to himself, and to seek 
the connections between phenomena, and that was 
the first time that anything approaching a “philo¬ 
sophy” arose. The essence of this philosophy was 
natural fetishism. 

All the time man strove to explain to himself 
the distant by the near, the unusual by the usual, 
what was strange by what was understandable. 
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New phenomena appeared to be explained if they 
could be fitted into the framework of old observa¬ 
tions. \\'hat was nearest to man and most cus¬ 
tomary were his relations to the people surround¬ 
ing him. Hence, throughout this epoch, the 
general form of the philosophy of man bore the 
impress of his social relations. Sometimes this 
was more and sometimes less clear and evident. 
Natural fetishism is that view of nature in which 
the rclafious hchvccn ihin^QS are regarded as the 
relations betiveen men. The separation of organ¬ 
ising work from the work of execution created a 
peculiar duality in the internal relations oF the 
tribal society ; the mental forces, as it were, separ¬ 
ated themselves from the rude physical forces, con¬ 
scious beginnings from the spontaneous. The first 
was per.sonified by the patriarch, the second by the 
rest of the members of the group. At the same 
time both elements were quite in.separable from 
each other, and the one was impossible without 
the other. The work of execution lacks all pur¬ 
pose without an organising will, and the latter is 
quite useless without the former. 

In the activities of the people surrounding him, 
man w'as accustomed to see the influence of the will 
of the organisers upon the ruder executing forces. 
In accordance with that he explained other activi¬ 
ties, wdiich he observed in the external world. 
Every phenomenon to him connected itself into 
an imseparable combination of two elements, a will 
which commanded and a material form which 
obeyed. Even if he eould only see the latter, he 
was nevertheless quite unable to conceive it with¬ 
out the former, and presumed the existence of an 
organising force w'here he did not see one. Thus 
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arose the “ souls of things.” They took the 
place of causes of phenomena, and upon them know¬ 
ledge could temporarily rest • man .sought them 
in everything, in stone, in vegetation, in animals 
and in human beings, in fire and in water. 
Nature in all its forms appeared to him as a homo¬ 
geneous duality. 

We saw that with the further development of 
the authoritarian eommune the function of 
organiser reveals a certain division of labour; a 
complete system of organisers is created headed 
by the patriarch. Fetish thinking inevitably 
transfers these actual relations to man’s natural 
surroundings. To a member of an authoritarian- 
tribal commune the whole universe appears to be 
directed by good organisers with a supreme god 
at their head. This is the es.sence of his religious 
conceptions. 

Religion aro.se from the reverence for organiser- 
ancestors. The succeeding patriarch recognised 
the authority of his predecessor; he recognised 
his superiority, and transmitted this attitude to¬ 
wards patriarchs of pa.st generations to his suc¬ 
cessors. Owing to this, the dead patriarchs ap¬ 
peared the more superior the more distant they 
were ; the most distant patriarch being connected 
with a diety rai.sed up high above men and com¬ 
manding the whole of the phenomena of surround¬ 
ing Nature. All the teachings of the ancestors, 
all oral traditions preserved in the commune, were 
regarded as a revelation of these gods and repre¬ 
sented the “religion” of that epoch. Religion 
at that time consequently was the general organi¬ 
sation of e.xperiences. Uniting into one whole the 
scattered data of labour experience, it assisted in 
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preserving in the memories of men a mass of prac¬ 
tical knowledge. The religious myths, establish¬ 
ing the causes of the connection between a num¬ 
ber of phenomena of nature, rendered it much 
easier to rem.ember these connections and the 
consecutiveness of phenomena. 

Closely bound up with religion is another in¬ 
strument of organisation, and that is custom—the 
rules of co-habitation, or .social standards. Cus¬ 
tom at first existed simply as the teachings of the 
ancestors ; but later, with the development of re¬ 
ligious cults, it was converted into the commands 
of the gods whose inexorable will is now obeyed as 
was formerly the authority of the patriarch. 

While organising experience and establishing 
technical rules and standards of custom, religion 
at the same time acts as a brake on further develop¬ 
ment. The “teachings of ancestors” and “com¬ 
mands of gods” are all guiding rules made sacred 
by conservative thought for centuries and even 
for thousands of years. If in our age a departure 
from customary standards frequently calls forth 
a struggle with the older generation, then one 
can imagine what a degree of rcsi.stance must have 
been roused to any innovation in authoritanan- 
tnbal life. 

An elemental force on the one hand and a tre¬ 
mendous wealth of experience on the '^'ther are 
necessary in order to overcome this ideological 
conservatism. 

5. Forcks of Dkvklopmf.nt and Nkw Forms of 
Liff in thk Pitrurchai.-Trirai, Pkriod. 

In view of the fact that .social con.sciousness in 
the epoch we are studying essentially represented 
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the same natural obstacles to development as in 
the previous stages of human existence, then the 
motive power of social development must also have 
been the same elemental force of absolute over¬ 
population. To the extent that the growth of 
population caused an insufficiency of the means of 
life, conservative customs had to give way ; tech¬ 
nique improved and social relations changed. 
The ri.se and gradual expansion of exchange was 
an e.xtremely important acquirement for this 
development. The progress of exchange, or to be 
exact, the social division of labour, perfecting it¬ 
self on the basis of the development of technique, 
itself represents a mighty driving force for all 
development that followed. 

.Another but less important acquirement of the 
period wa.s the appearance of “slaves.” Owing to 
the rise of surplus labour, the organi.ser in man3’ 
instances considered it advantageous to increa.se 
the number of the group. In doing so, he in¬ 
creased the sum total of the surplus products at 
the disposal of the organiser. For that reason it 
frequently happened in patriarchal .society that 
enemies taken in battle were no longer killed, but 
included in the particular group and compelled 
to take part in its production. These became the 
slaves of the group 

It mu.st not be imagined, howe\cr, that in pat¬ 
riarchal .society' the slaves were reduced to the 
position of chattels. They were alviosH on an 
equalit\' witli the other members of the group to 
which they were joined ; the joint character of the 
work closely bound them to the rest and gradually 
wiped out the memory of past struggles. It is 
doubtful whether the organiser “exploited” them 
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any more than his own kin; they worked as the 
others worked. The slaves were not sold, and 
generally the attitude towards them was similar 
to that of American Indians to their adopted 
prisoners 

The rise of exchange and the appearance of 
slavery, at a first glance two extremely diflFerent 
facts, represent a single very important feature • 
both represented a violation of the old form of 
co-operation based exclusively on kinship and the 
tremendous psychological similarity of individuals 
arising from it. Ties of kinship are naturally 
saturated with the spirit of extreme exclusiveness 
and a spirit of intolerance towards all that which 
exists beyond its limits; the new forms of life, 
to a certain extent, contradicted this intolerance 
and limited it. Out of this arose a number of 
other social facts. 

The domination of the ties of pure kinship was 
the complete and unconditional domination of 
custom. The force of custom in relation to the 
established forms of life was so strong and per¬ 
sonal self-consciousness so weak that an individual 
was simply unable to come into contradiction with 
and violate custom; he could not even imagine 
such a thing. There was no such thing as crime. 

If an3d:hing happened that did not accord with 
custom it was not regarded as modern man re¬ 
gards a crime or an offence, but as an abnormality. 

If a child was born with two heads it was killed 
as a mon.strosity ; if a person violated custom he 
was treated in the same way . he was killed or 
exiled, which meant the same thing. This was not 
a punishment, but instinctive self-defence against 
an inexplicable and dangerou.s phenomenon. 
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Ideas of law and the violation of laws, of morality 
and immorality, absolutely did not exist; men fol¬ 
lowed custom by force of the same natural neces¬ 
sity as that hy which they ate, drank, or slept. 

With the development of new social ties not 
based on kinship affairs changed. Violations of 
custom ceased to be exceptional accidents. In the 
first place, various customs began to come in 
contact with each other, and the carrying out of 
the customs of one group frequently meant the 
violation of the customs of another. Thus a slave 
prisoner in carrying out his ancient tribal customs 
might easily interfere with the normal progress 
of production in the group to which he had been 
joined, and thus cause considerable embarrassment 
to his new comrades. In the same way the proper 
carrying out of exchange relations must frequently 
liave violated the old deep-rooted habit of regard¬ 
ing all alien peoples with hostility. The viola¬ 
tion of custom became a frequent phenomenon, 
and society could no longer regard it as it had 
done hitherto. 

A new form of life is thus created—the law of 
custom, "common law," the essence of which is 
to protect custom from violation. Crime is no 
longer combated spontaneous^', but more or less 
consciously; it is tried according to custom. A 
whole s\stem of punishments is established for 
various offences, and in general a series of meas¬ 
ures is adopted particularly with regard to the 
violation of custom : the.se measures consist in 
rectifying the damage already caused by some 
offence and preventing its repetition. A conception 
arises of the legal—just, and the illegal—unjust; 
the first means conduct which is in accord with 
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custom. Thus arise those elements from which 
subsequently develop morality and “law.” 

The sphere of “law” is usually sharply distin¬ 
guished from the economic sphere ; for modern 
science this distinction is conditional. Essen¬ 
tially, society’s struggle against non-compliance 
with its laws is not to be distinguished from other 
forms of fighting against external Nature; 
crime is an external social force, hostile to the 
life of society, like cold or beasts of prey. Thus 
law IS a definite sphere of the struggle against 
Nature. This special form of struggle has to be 
studied in its technical aspects (methods of deal¬ 
ing with the criminal as an element of e.xternal 
Nature), in its economic aspect tthe mutual re¬ 
lations between members of society in the process 
of dealing with criminals), and in its ideological 
aspect (the views of men on law and the violation 
of law). Thus law lies within the sphere of pro¬ 
duction and not outside of it. In this sense the 
appearance of common law was of considerable im¬ 
portance in the economic life of the patriarchal- 
tribal commune. 

Thus, one after another, appeared the embryos 
of new forms of life. Generally speaking the pat¬ 
riarchal-tribal form is the level on which the most 
backward races are living at the present day. 
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III 

FEUDAL SOCIETY 
1. Dkvki.oi’MKNt of Technique 

P ATRIARCHAL-TRIBAL society formed 
itself as a consequence of the rise of new 
methods of production which secured to man 
the means of life. Feudal .society had its basis in 
the further development of these means of pro¬ 
duction. 

The technical conditions of the feudal period are : 
the predominance of agriculture in production, with 
cattle-breeding as a subordinate part, and a settled 
life upon a limited area of land. 

When the nomadic tribes of cattle-breeders first 
took up agriculture it was to them a second-rate, 
subsidiary branch of production, and was adapted 
to the conditions of cattle-breeding, .so that the 
areas cultivated frequently changed. But as the 
density of the population increased the area of 
land upon which they could wander was curtailed; 
the sphere of nomadic life was reduced also in pro¬ 
portion as cattle-breeding became limited in its 
development by the insufficiency of pasturage; 
agriculture became an important element in the 
struggle for life. With a completely settled form 
of existence it became the main sphere of the 
struggle for existence, and cattle-breeding lost its 
connection with the nomadic form of life ; hence¬ 
forth it adapted itself to the conditions of agri¬ 
culture and became as it were a branch of it. 
Among those races which, from the very first, 
took to pure agriculture, agriculture gradually de- 
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veloped, lost its primitive serai-nomadic character, 
and included cattle-breeding. When the amount 
of free land became insufficient to allow for the 
transference of the cultivated area to another place 
as the land was exhausted, there developed a new 
and more correct system of agriculture, viz., that 
of “alternate fields” in which a piece of land that 
has become exhausted is allowed to lie fallow, 
while the other land at the disposal of the com¬ 
mune is cultivated, and when that is exhausted 
the previous land which in the meantime had be¬ 
come “rested” is put to use. The next improve¬ 
ment that followed was that of the “three-field 
system,” i.e., arable land is divided into approxi¬ 
mately three parts, of which two are cultivated, 
one for winter crops and the other for spring 
crops, the third being allowed to he fallow ; while 
recuperating for the next year’s cultivation the 
land serves as pasturage for cattle. vSide by side 
with the three-field .system there developed the 
first form of artificial manuring—with animal 
dung. 

These advances in agricultural technique, which 
represented an undoubted progress, prevailed 
throughout the whole of the feudal period, and the 
three-field system outlived it in Europe by more 
than a century. 

The other branches of the extractive industries 
(hunting, mining), and the manufacturing indus¬ 
tries in the feudal period were in a very unde¬ 
veloped and partly embryonic stage. War in that 
period played an important role as a necessary 
means of protecting production as a whole and 
as the only means of extending the territory of 
society. 
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Generally speaking, the variety of products was 
as yet inconsiderable (conditions unfavourable for 
the development of exchange), while surplus 
labour represented a comparatively large propor¬ 
tion of production (conditions favourable for the 
growth of exploitation). 

2. Production and Distribution Rki.Xtioxs 
IN Till-: P'rudal Group 

(a) The A(:;ricHltural Group. 

The increase in the productivity of labour led 
to such an expansion of social organisation that 
the commune now frequently consisted not of hun¬ 
dreds, but of thousands of inhabitants. At the 
same time the condition of agricultural technique 
caused a certain breaking-up of production within 
the commune 

Alreadv' in the patriarchal-tribal group a partial 
breaking-up into families was observed. This was 
caused, as we have .said, by the impossibility for 
the patriarch individually to carry out the whole 
of the work of organisation, and the necessity for 
him to transfer .some of it to subordinate organ¬ 
isers. 'I'hese subordinate organi.sers, however, en¬ 
joyed very little independence, and production in 
the community was carried on more or less as a 
single unit. With the prevalence of .settled agri¬ 
cultural life, production in the form of small econo¬ 
mic units—families—acquired considerable inde¬ 
pendence in economic life. 

Tn agricultural work, the work of the members 
of a single family is usually sufficient, the co¬ 
operation of the whole of the group is not re¬ 
quired. Eurtlierniore, small family production in 
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this case is more productive than that of a large 
group. When crude methods of cultivation are 
employed the application of the concentrated atten¬ 
tion and effort of a small group on a small plot 
of land will be more able to draw out the natural 
qualities of the soil than a large crowd spreading 
its collective activitv over a wide area. 

Thus the agricultural commune bordering on 
the feudal period consisted of numerous family 
groups related by kinship, each of which, to a con¬ 
siderable degree, individually conducted their 
farms. Tn their size these groups represented 
something between the ancient patriarchal tribe 
and the modern family; they corresponded to 
something like the Slav “large family” of a score 
or so of members which have survived in some 
places even to our times. 

Cunsiderable productive ties, however, still re¬ 
mained between the family groups. In many in¬ 
stances when a particular family was unable to 
cope with its work it was assisted by the neigh¬ 
bouring family, and even by the whole commune. 
This happened usually in constructing dwellings, 
and in clearing forest-land for a new plot for cul¬ 
tivation, etc The advantage of collectivism in 
cattle-breeding was so considerable that from the 
spring to the autumn all the cattle on the com¬ 
mune united into one herd, which grazed on the 
common grazing lands under the observation of a 
common herd.sraan. Included in the indivisible 
common pastures was all land lying in fallow and 
land from which the harvest had just been reaped ; 
thus every allotment of land served the individual 
productivity of the family group only during the 
period of pure agricultural work. Mowing on the 
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common meadows was done collectively, and tlic 
liay divided among the families in accordance with 
tlie size of their allotments. 

Furthermore, even the right to use arable land 
within certain limits was regulated by the com¬ 
mune ; family production was not bound to a par¬ 
ticular allotment of land ; from time to time redis¬ 
tribution of land among families took place. Then 
each family either received a piece of land equal 
in size to that which it formerly held, but in a 
different part of the common lands, or the size 
of the allotment altered in accordance with the 
size and labour power of the family. This dis¬ 
tribution probably took place at first every year, 
and later every feu years. The advantage of these 
redistributions lai’ in equalising the advantages 
and disadvantages of good and bad soils in the 
various allotments. It should be mentioned that 
from the earliest times the lands that were cleared 
from forest by the individual labour of a family 
u’ere not redistributed. Consequently the fact 
stands out that the commune at first assumed 
ownership of the common lands by the joint labour 
of the commune, either by clearing uncultivated 
lands or by conquest. 

It should be added that in certain cases the 
joint labour of individual families was not every¬ 
where maintained in the same forms and to the 
same degree according to local natural and his¬ 
torical conditions.’ 

‘ Traces of agricultural communism m the form of “the 
common ownership of land” have been preserved until recent 
times m Switzerland, Southern Germany, in the Pyrenees, 
and among the South Slavs 

In most cases agricultural communism was preserved m 
those places where peculiar conditions existed demanding 
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In the agricultural commune of the beginning of 
the feudal epoch there are also artisans, who, how¬ 
ever, do not specialise at their trades but combine 
them with agriculture. Furthermore, each family 
individually carries on .some kind of craft, parti¬ 
cularly spinning, weaving, and the making of 
clothes. \\'here the family cannot supply some 
want by its own labours, it resorts to the artisan. 
The first artisans to arise were millers and 
smiths; later came tanners, dyers, bakers, joiners, 
tylers, potters and even “surgeons.” But these 
were not artisans in the more modern sense of 
the word. In the first .stages of their gradual 
separation from the commune, they did not e.\e- 
cute orders, and still less produce for the purpose 
of selling, but were public ofiicials of the agricul¬ 
tural commune. At first the artisans carried on 
agriculture, and only to a small extent devoted 

collective l.iboui in agiicultiire Thus in the East Indies 
dgricultuie IS based on aitifitial iiligation, on an extensive 
system of canals which necessarily represents the work of 
a large gtoiip and not that of an individual family In 
these places it was pos.sible to observe agriiultui.il communism 
m its puiest foini even in recent times In such communes 
the cultivation of the soil is conducted by collective labour 
and the product is latei divided among the families Spinning 
and Weaving, howevei, aie rained on by each family indi¬ 
vidually as a subsidiary domestic occupation The commune has 
Its artisans (smith, joiner, potter, barbel, calenderer, etc ), and 
officials (ehler, keeper of accounts, inspector of reservoirs, 
priest, etc ); these are appointed by the commune, do not 
engage in agriculture, and are maintained at the public 
expense The function of organiser (official post) is not only 
separated from e.xecutive labour, but divided among several 
persons, the contiol, however, is conducted by the whole 
commune This is due to the peculiar compactness of the 
commune, which in its turn is caused by the peculiar agn- 
cultuial technique Owing to this compactness, the group 
preserves a clearly trihai character The commonness of 
origin continues to define the limit of the economic ties 
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their time to their craft. If, as a consequence of 
that, the product of their agricultural work proved 
insufficient for their maintenance, it was made up 
at the expense of the “peasant mir” as they would 
say in Russia. They received regular mainten¬ 
ance in the form of corn, vegetables, meat, and 
other products of agriculture in return for which 
they performed the necessary work at their parti¬ 
cular crafts required by their neighbour-s. Later 
on the artisans ceased to work at agriculture, and 
commenced to conduct their own workshops and 
receive orders. Thus arose the social division of 
labour, the beginnings of the modern branches 
of industry. Under feudalism industry was but 
weakly developed. But from the earliest stage of 
this period some artisans, like millers and smiths, 
served several neighbouring communes, and in 
this way w’as created a certain productive tie be¬ 
tween separate communes. 

The growth of the size of the commune and the 
considerable individualisation of the family groups 
led to the tics of kinship between the various 
families gradually disappearing and being for¬ 
gotten ; purely economic ties represented the 
cement which bound the commune as a whole. 

(b) The Rise of the Feudal Lord 

Where the development of the feudal group from 
the agricultural commune was most gradual and 
most typical, the coiisecutivcness of this develop¬ 
ment took the follow'ing form •— 

At first the construction of the commune was 
distinguished by a comparative uniformity, the 
difference in the size of the various establishments 
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not being sufficiently great to secure to the larg¬ 
est of them any decisive economic predominance 
over the others. Business affecting the whole of 
the commune was decided by a council of elders— 
heads of households; in the event of collective en¬ 
terprises having to be undertaken demanding a 
single organiser (particularly in case of war), the 
council of elders elected a chief from their midst 
who carried out the task temporarily, i.e., for as 
long as circumstances required it. When war was 
conducted—as usually was the case—not by a 
single commune, but by an alliance of kindred 
tribes, the chiefs in their turn elected a tempor¬ 
ary general chief. 

However, the embryo of economic inequalities 
already existed. One of these was represented— 
although only temporarily—by the putting forward 
of an organiser of common enterprises. The 
other was the private ownership of land which 
existed side by side with common ownership. The 
land that was cleared by the individual labour of 
a particular family remained the property of that 
family. In the same way, land acquired by war, 
if divided among those who had participated in 
that war, was not redistributed. 

Nothing could be clearer than that the house¬ 
holds, distinguished from the rest by the superior¬ 
ity of their economic power, under such condi¬ 
tions must have acquired power more rapidly than 
the rest. In the first place such households could 
with greater facility extend the area of their lands 
by clearing new unoccupied land : secondly, per¬ 
sons belonging to those larger households gener¬ 
ally occupied a more prominent post in the organi- 
■sation, of military enterprises, and consequently 
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received a more considerable share of the spoils— 
animate and inanimate. It would be well to re¬ 
member that among the animate spoils of war were 
included daves, which among the Russian Slavs 
were called “Tchilyad” or “Kholop” (menials) 
owing to the fact that the agricultural commune 
inherited these embryos of slavery from the pat¬ 
riarchal group in its modified form. 

Thus the inequality among economic units in¬ 
creased and gradually destroved the uniformity of 
the commune. The influence of the richer families 
upon the course of life of the commune increased 
more and more, oning to the fact that their econo¬ 
mic superiority enabled them to place the others to 
a certain extent in a position of dependence upon 
them ; the larger households could undertake the 
construction of such undertakings which the 
others were not able to do, for in.stance, the con¬ 
struction of large mills or bakeries, etc. Being 
more stable, the large establishments suffered much 
less from all kinds of economic shocks, from 
famines or other natural calamities, which were 
by no means rare when technique was undeveloped. 
It often happened, therefore, that the richer fami¬ 
lies under such circumstances assisted the poorer 
ones out of their stocks; this the poor peasant 
repaid by working on the rich one’s land, which 
thus allowed the latter considerably to increase his 
area of cultivation and his production generallj'. 

In the course of time the actual power of the 
richer families led to organisers of military detach¬ 
ments being elected only from among their num¬ 
ber, and, naturally, these families took advant¬ 
age of their economic influence to render such a 
state of a.ffairs permanent. They energetically 
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resisted any individual attempt to alter this sys¬ 
tem and gradually managed to convert a custom 
into a lazv, the authority of the chief became here¬ 
ditary in his family, the temporary organiser of 
war became a permanent one. 

This period can be considered as the beginning 
of llie feudal period proper. The large land- 
owner, separating himself from the commune, 
firmly secured for himself the function of mili¬ 
tary organiser, and by various means succeeded 
in placing the commune in economic dependence 
upon himself. This is the typical feudal lord. 
He is the “.seignior” of the commune, i.c., its 
powerful chief (literally “seignior” means the 
eldest). 

There were other instances where the rise of the 
feudal lord took place much earlier, during the 
period of transition from the nomadic patriarchal 
commune to the settled agricultural commune. 
This happened where the acquirement of land for 
settlement required partieularly long and stubborn 
wars, so that war quite early left its impress upon 
the construction of the commune. 

Feudal relations developed rapidly and became 
strengthened ; on the one hand the positive and 
socially useful role of the feudal lord in the life 
of the commune, and, on the other, the economic 
and juridical subordination of the peasants to him 
grew and became more permanent. 

The feudal lord built a strong castle to which 
the peasants under his protection fled in the event 
of an attack by enemies. He saw to the construc¬ 
tion of roads and bridges, etc., for the eommune. 
In every case when the peasant homesteads could 
not cope with their affairs with their own resources, 
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tlie feudal lord came to their assistance ; he organ¬ 
ised systematic support for them in the event of 
bad harvests or destruction by war. All this re¬ 
quired the expenditure of resources and, of course, 
the feudal lord was not inclined to sacrifice the 
resources of his estate for the sake of his peasants 
gratis. The peasant paid for all the care which 
the feudal lord devoted to him with his labour. 

Feudal exploitation had two main forms : the 
first, compulsory labour, the basic and earliest 
form ; the second, the payment of dues. When the 
feudal lord was little more than a rich peasant, 
forced labour e.xi.sted as the customary form of re¬ 
paying debts • when the power of the feudal lord 
became stable, it became a permanent obligation 
on the peasant; the peasant had to work a certain 
number of days in the year on the feudal lord’s 
estate. vSometimes the feudal lord found it more 
advantageous to receive his dues not in the form 
of labour but in the form of finished products. 
The.se dues were imposed mainh', and to an in¬ 
creasing extent, upon the products of handicraft 
labour. The extent of these feudal dues in kind, 
as well as the feudal labour service being estab¬ 
lished, was pre.served by customary law. Of 
course, in ca.se of necessity, the seignior could 
easily secure an increase in his dues. 

Feudal labour service (serf labour) and feudal 
dues are forms of exploitation which are simple 
and frank. Feudal labour .service is the direct and 
obvious acquisition of surplus labour, and feudal 
dues are the acquisition of surplus product. 

Based on feudal labour service and feudal dues 
the seigmor’s c.state, like the small pea.sant’s home¬ 
stead, was almo.st exclusively self-sufficing. Of 
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course, the feudal lord, to a greater extent than 
the peasant, could resort to exchange for the pur¬ 
pose of satisfying his more refined requirements, 
but even for him this was exceptional—exchange 
was still very weakly developed—and most of 
what he required he received from his serfs. 

As long as the feudal estate was run on self- 
sufficing lines—on a basis of consumption—the 
extent of serf labour and feudal dues was limited 
by the requirements of consumption of the feudal 
lord. For that reason the burdens of the depen¬ 
dent population were not comparatively great; 
naturally they increased with the progress of ex¬ 
change, as a consequence of which the require¬ 
ments of the feudal lord developed. 

The relations between the feudal lord and those 
under his authority were not quite uniform ; one 
section of the peasants were in a state of greater 
economic dependence, bore greater burdens, and 
accordingly were to a greater measure juridically 
more subject to the feudal lord than others; the 
other part were in comparatively more favourable 
conditions; custom preserved these differences and 
transmitted them from generation to generation to 
the descendants of the peasants. 

These differences depended partly on the char¬ 
acter of the obligations borne; a smith, for in¬ 
stance, who paid only dues to the lord, and having 
practically no other business with him, could 
naturally be more free, economically and legally, 
than an agriculturist who had to perform serf 
labour and consequently for a certain period would 
be in a position of complete servitude. Some¬ 
times the distinctions in obligations were due to 
historically created relations. Later, settlers 
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wliom the feudal lord had invited to settle on hi.s 
estate on conditions of exemption were to a less 
extent serfs than the old members of the commune. 

Some of the lord’s .subjects dwelt in the manor 
as his personal .servants and did not engage to any 
extent in productive work. Their servitude 
reached the highest degree, because, unlike the 
peasants, they did not have their own homesteads, 
but lived entirely by the grace of the lord. These 
were domestic slave.s—menials. 

Only the most dependent of the lord’s subjects 
were deprived of the right of migration, to go to 
a place outside of his authority Others could do 
so, but in doing so they were deprived of their land 
and stock. in order to understand the logic of 
such relations it is necessary to take into considera¬ 
tion the following 

The most general position of the economic 
dependence of the population upon the feudal lord 
expressed itself in that the latter was regarded as 
the lord of all the land upon which his subjects 
lived. Because agriculture played such an import¬ 
ant part in the productive life of society, it was 
natural that the feudal lord should .strive to acquire 
complete domination over the land, which meant 
at the same time domination over men. With the 
economic superiority of the feudal lord, his efforts 
could not but be crowned with success. It often 
happened in those distorted times that a free peas¬ 
ant owner voluntary gave up his land to the neigh¬ 
bouring feudal lord in order to enjoy his protec¬ 
tion, and immediately receive it back in fief, i.r., 
on conditional possession. The title of supreme 
owner of the land did not mean, however, that the 
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feudiil lord could arbitrarily dispose of the land ; 
in practice he submitted to custom 

The economic independence of the feudal gfoup 
was very considerable, but not absolutely so. In 
war above all it was found that the forces of an 
individual group were insufficient to resist the sur- 
roinidirig enemies as, for instance, in the attacks 
made by the nomadic races which frequently made 
raids on feudal Europe, or by the more powerful 
neighbouring feudal lords. 

On this ground there developed between the 
feudal lords lelations similar to those existing on 
the feudal estate between the loi'd and his peasants. 
Just as the requirements of military defence com¬ 
pelled the peasants to submit to the feudal lord, 
so did they compel the weaker feudal lords to sub¬ 
mit to the stronger Voluntarily, or after an un¬ 
successful struggle, the seignior recognised the 
more powerful seignior as his lord and protector— 
suzerain. Together with his followers he fought 
under his over-lord in war—his form of feudal 
service—and sometimes paid him definite dues In 
certain cases he was subjected to the court of the 
suzerain. Generally the suzerain did not meddle 
in the internal affairs of his vassal. 

The suzerain in his turn was usually a vassal 
to a still more powerful seignior, etc., right up 
to the king. 

The king was but the last link in the chain of 
feudal lords. The king did not interfere in the 
internal affairs of his va.ssal states, nor for that 
matter was his influence on their external affairs 
very great. Frequently the authority of the kings 
and of the suzerains existed only in name. 

Under such conditions—the split-up character 
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and the weakness of the ties between the parts of 
the social organisation—the undeveloped technique 
which continually created “absolute over-popula¬ 
tion’’—the feudal world was doomed to constant 
wars.’ 

(c) lurhviduali.sation of the Priest Class. 

In the early .stages of the development of the 
authoritarian-tribal commune, the patriarch was 
the organisei, not only of peaceful labour, but also 
of war; even if he did not himself possess the 
qualities of military chief he elected a temporary 
chief, as circumstances required, but retained 
general control and leadership in his hands. 

' In sj)(‘aking of “absolute over-population” of the feudal 
petio'l, it should be obseiveil that the moaning of the teim 
over population is now slightly (hanged Over pojiulatioii 
of the feudal period not oiilt/ iiuans that some sedioiis of 
society have not enough of the means of life, and that this 
affects on/i/ the lower classes of ‘society, it means also the 
overpopulation of the feudal elassc's Even if the family 
of the feudal lord did not increase, the stagnation in teeh- 
nique and the increa.se in the number of the peasantry would 
make it more difficult for the feudal lord to secure the 
means for .satisfying his owm external requirements from the 
peasants on his own estate This would become even more 
difficult if the family of the feudal lord increased Here 
again it is a cjiiestion, as befoie, of the discrepancv between 
the quantity of aiticles of consumption possible to produce 
with the given technique, and aiea of land and the require¬ 
ments of a growing population; we must take into consicleia- 
tion, however, not only the daily lequirements of the mass 
of the ]iopulation, but also the liighly developed demands of 
the feudal lord 

As the extensive demands of the feiicbil lend aie detcimined 
by the social lelations of the given society, we can regal d 
over population as originating not only from the stagnation in 
tile relations betvceen man and Nature, hut from the chaiacter 
of the developing relations between men (the transition to 
the “relative” overpopulation of the subsequent periods, 
which depends almost exclusively upon the second cause) 
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The development of feudalism put forward the 
chief as independent and hereditary military or¬ 
ganiser. The tribal commune split up into family 
groups and was converted into a community of 
neighbours. The labour activity of the family 
groups was conducted under the guidance of its 
head, the master of the hou.se. What, then, re¬ 
mained of the organising functions of the 
patriarch ^ 

In spite of the considerable independence of 
the family groups considerable economic and social 
ties were nevertheless retained The general con¬ 
trol over their activities and the ties between 
them, the unif3dng peaceful organisational func¬ 
tions which were formerly carried out by the pat¬ 
riarch, could neither to anv e.xtent be transferred 
to the feudal lord to be speciali.sed in lu.s own par¬ 
ticular activities, nor to the head of the large fami¬ 
lies, the sphere of leadership of which was too nar¬ 
row. This general control, the general peaceful 
organisational functions, were transferred to the 
successor of the patriarch—the priest. 

The priest was the conservator of the accumu¬ 
lated experience of socieU' handed down by the 
ancients. As this experience was handed down 
in a religious form of commandments and reve¬ 
lations of deified ancestors, the priest appeared 
as the representative of the gods and as the link 
between them and the people. But the main 
function of the priest was of an economic-organi¬ 
sational character and was of tremendous import¬ 
ance 111 life. 

Thus, it was extremely important for every 
agriculturist to know when to begin ploughing, 
sowing, etc. The fruitfulness of the work de- 
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pended entirely upon the proper distribution of 
the seasons. But an exact distribution of the 
seasons of the 3'ear is possible only with a 
knowledge of astronomy. Onlv’^ the priests had 
this knowledge, for, owing to the accumulation 
of the observations of the sun, moon, and the 
stars, handed down to them throughout centuries, 
they were able to draw up a calendar sufficiently 
exact for agriculture. 

Tn some countries like bCgypt, Mesopotamia and 
Hindustan con.siderable exactness was required in 
determining the seasons In these countries, ow¬ 
ing to the melting of mountain snows, or to 
tropical rains, the rivers periodically overflow their 
banks and flood wide expans.e.s of territory bor¬ 
dering them These floods, while making the soil 
very fertile, at the .same time like a seething 
clement threaten destruction to man and all that he 
has created. In order to take advantage of one and 
avoid the other it is nece.ssar\' to have a strict 
calculation of the seasons and complete knowledge 
of the connections between the sea.^ons of the ^-ear 
and the level of the water in the rivers. This 
was the business of the priests, who in these coun¬ 
tries developed astrononyv and kept an exact record 
of the floods But to ob.s.erve the floods was not 
sufficient; it was neces.sar3-, as far as possible, to 
regulate them. B'or this purpose it was necessary 
to cut canals, construct dams and sluices, artifi¬ 
cial ponds and lakes It was necessary to construct 
them and keep them in good order, and later to 
use them for increasing the field of labour by 
irrigating adj'acent waterless districts. In this 
respect the ancients performed real miracles of 
technique. Information has been preserved, for 
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instance, of the famous lake Meridu, with the aid 
of which it was possible to cultivate a tremendous 
area of ancient Egypt which now represents a 
waterless sand3^ desert in Libya. For such work it 
was necessary, of course, to have engineers with 
considerable knowledge of mathematics. These 
were the priests who were particularly distin¬ 
guished by their knowledge of geometry. 

The work of peaceful organisation did not ex¬ 
haust all the functions of the priest. Continuing 
the work of the patriarch, he usually had charge 
of social hygiene and medicine, i.e., helped in 
preserving the labour power of the community. 
The priests also undertook the education of the 
youth, and thus trained future members of the 
society. The\' ahso .sanctified marriages and burials 
and gave advice in family affairs. 

They carried all their stock of knowledge in their 
heads and orally transmitted it from one genera¬ 
tion of priests to another. In the course of time 
the art of writing developed, which, so to speak, 
was monopolised by the priests. In ancient times, 
and partly in the Middle Ages, they were the only 
literate people. The hieroglyphics and cuneiform 
inscriptions whitli de.scribe the .social life of the 
ancient East were made by priests. Such also was 
the case in the feudal world of mediaeval Europe, 
where the ability to read and write v'as the dis¬ 
tinctive feature of the clergy. 

They were not only organisers in the narrow 
sense of the word, but were al.so scientists, legis¬ 
lators, doctors, and teachers; in .some countries 
they developed their control over all relations be¬ 
tween men to such an extent that they controlled 
even the thoughts of their flock. This is evi- 
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denced by the practice of the “Confessional” in 
the Christian and in some other religions. 

The organisation of the priests developed s’de 
by side with that of the secular organisation of 
the feudal lords • in the majority of cases, mili¬ 
tary combinations were followed by ecclesiastical 
combinations. The type of organisation of the 
clergy was that of the secular authontanau 
organisation, i.c , a chain of .subordinates and 
superiors, a hierarchy of priests; in mediaeval 
Europe for instance, deacons, prie.sts, and above 
them abbots, bishops, cardinals and above t lem 
all, the Pope, l-nlike the secular feudal lords, 
the clergy were always distinguished by their cem- 
pactness and discipline. The peaceful character 
of their main functions did not create grounds for 
quarrels and dillerenccs such as occurred among 
the secular feudal lords, but it was precisely toese 
differences and struggles within the feudal v orld 
w'hich imperatively demanded particularly close 
unity in the functions of peaceful organisations. 

'I'lie clerical organisations, church, monastery, 
etc., w'.ere a considerable social force and became 
the feudal owners of large estates, and frequently 
the suzerains of .secular feudal lords. Like the 
secular feudal lords they lived on the surplus 
labour of the peasants, who gave them either part 
of the products of their labour in the form of 
feudal dues, or part of their labour time in the 
form of serf labour. This surplus labour served 
as the source of income of the priests, to which 
was added a special tax on the faithful, like the 
tithes of Europe. 

In their domains the priests not only organised 
productive work, but also military defence. Mon- 
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asteries, for example, were like the feudal castles, 
fortified points which frequently pvit up extraor¬ 
dinary resistance against attacks from without. 
Things went so far that cathedrals and monasteries 
organised their own armed forces. 

The social-economic functions of the Catholic 
Church in medireval Kurope gave it unparalleled 
power over the minds of the people. As a conse¬ 
quence of this, apart from its usual revenues, the 
Church received numerous offerings of property, 
land, labour and produets. All this, of course, 
facilitated the economic power of the Church. In 
order to have a conception of her wealth, it is 
sufficient to say that towards the end of the 
Middle Ages it managed to concentrate in its hands 
nearly a tliird of the known world. 

This was facilitated by the manner in which the 
Church employed its revenues. It is necessary 
to bear in mind that feudal .society as a whole 
was a self-sufficing .system, and that the revenues 
of the Church consisted mainly of the products 
of agriculture. The clergy it.self was unable to 
consume this mass of products, and it was able 
to sell only a small part owing to the weak 
development of exchange. This laid the basis for 
the wide philanthropy of the Church. The ijon- 
asteries organised relief in cases of famine, wliich, 
owing to the weak development of technique, was a 
permanent guest in mediaeval Europe, and took 
under its care the poverty-stricken and cripples, 
who, owing to the incessant wars, were numerous 
in feudal .society. All this, of course, mcrcased the 
influence of the clergy. 

The relations betw’een the clergy and the secular 
feudal lords varied considerably. In most cases 
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they were in a state of peace and alliance, but 
sometimes they waged stubborn \\ars bet\\een e.ich 
other. I'or the defence of its economic power, and 
the maintenance of its authority amidst the un¬ 
ceasing convulsions of feudal society, the clergy 
had to resort to the organised military power of 
the secular feudal lords; the latter, however, re¬ 
quired the material aid of the clergy. Eeudal 
society represented a system of naked and avov. cd 
exploitation, and for the maintenance of their 
authority the feudal lords had need of a force that 
would keep their subjects in submission. Such a 
force was the Church which possessed enormous 
infl\ience over the masses. The feudal priests 
always preached humility and slavish submission 
to the powerful of the earth By this means they 
strengthened the authoritarian basis of the feudal 
world. 

Rut the source of existence for both the clerical 
and secular feudal lords was the same—the sur¬ 
plus labour of the subject peasants—which they 
divided among each other. This division a as fre¬ 
quently the cause of diifereiices which even led 
to open conflicts. These struggles .sometimes cr.n- 
tinued for centuries, and in accordance v ith con¬ 
ditions were decided at one time in favour of tlie 
secular and another in favour of the clerical fciKial 
lords. If the historical conditions are such that 
tlie country is subjected to frequent attack.s from 
outside, then the functions of peaceful organisa¬ 
tion become of minor importance and jiower is 
concentrated in the hands of the militaiy orgen- 
i.sers, the .secular feudal lords. That is what 
happened in Russia, for .example, where the (Hikes 
proved stronger than the clergy. But in t'losc 
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cases where the functions of peaceful organisation 
acquired greater importance in life than the fanc- 
tions of the organisation of war, then the I'lergy 
secured the upper hand over the secular Itrudal 
lords. This happened in Western Europe where 
the clergy subordinated feudal power to itself. 
In a number of cases, like ancient Judea, East 
India, and ancient Egypt, domination passed from 
the priests to the secular lords and back again. 

In general the economic .structure of feudal 
society can be repre.sentcd in the following form. 
On the basis of petty, technically weak agricultural 
production, from which the manufacturing indus¬ 
tries had not yet developed, were created small but 
rather compact natural economic (self-sufficing) 
organisation.s—the agricultural communes. In 
those spheres of communal production which de¬ 
manded a single organising mind arose the power 
of tlie feudal lords, who combined the roles of 
partial organisers of production with that of partial 
distribution. The necessity for a wider military 
corporation created a comple.v, unstable organisa¬ 
tion of suzerainty based on the limited subordina¬ 
tion of one feudal lord to another. A number of 
other social requirements which the military feudal 
organisation, owing to its specially military char¬ 
acter, could not sati.sfy were supplied by the general 
organisational functions of the prie.sts, but here 
again not in the sphere of production but in distri¬ 
bution At the same time, exchange, linking up 
tile ends of these economic and organisational ties, 
played an unobserved but necessary role in social 
life, mainly in the embryonic form of exchange 
between neighbouring groups, but partly also be¬ 
tween various groups and even various countries. 
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The origin of the feudal system is frequently 
explained as a result of the conquest of one race b\' 
another. In some cases this is true. The feudal 
lords were conquerors, and the subject population 
were the conquered ; it is quite understandable that 
under such conditions it was quite easy for two 
sharply distinguished estates—classes—to arise. 
Ilut in order to establish the feudal .system in tlie 
conquered countries it must first of all have ex¬ 
isted in the land of the conquerors, as u.is, indeed, 
al\\a3'.s the case. 

3. Thk Di'vki.oi'MKnt ok Idkoi.oo.y in Fkudvl 
SoCIKTY. 

In tli.e sphere of ideology feudal .society made 
enormous progress 

Crowing out of a comparativeh' small tribal 
commune, the .social organisation of feudal society' 
spread over an enormous territory and united hun¬ 
dreds of thousands and sometimes millions of 
peo])!e. Technique progressed, and production 
became more comple.x than in preceding periods. 
In order to maintain the productive ties between 
men, 111 order to express and establish the com¬ 
plex inter-relations of their operations, their 
tools, materials, and labour, it was necessar3' that 
the fundamental means of organisation— sbeech — 
should develop; and, indeed, during the period 
with which we are dealing speech acquired an 
enormous power of expression and fle.xibility. Not 
only did the number of words increa.se many times, 
but acquired many forms of combinations and as¬ 
pects, as, for instance, declensions and conjunc¬ 
tions in the Aryan and other languages. 
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In its general construction, feudal society—liki^ 
the preceding society—v\as based on authority and 
subordination, only in considerably complicated 
forms. Society represented a hierarchical ladder 
in which each louer rung was subordinated to the 
higher. This social economic structure of feudal¬ 
ism determined the cliaracter of human thought 
which essentially remained authoritarian, only 
considerably developed and more coinple.x. In the 
sphere of thought, primitive aniinisni—ascribing 
life to all inanimate objects, which in the mind 
of the savage act according to the dictates of their 
“spirit”—IS supplanted by a more subtle and flex¬ 
ible creed. In.stead of the direct orders of the 
organiser and the execution of these orders, man 
sees in life a long chain of tics; orders are giyen, 
for example, from the pope to the king, from the 
king to his more powerful vassals, and from them 
to the lower orders, and so on to the lowest peas¬ 
ant. In accordance with the “terrestrial,” 
social, world, the world of imagination is con¬ 
structed; the world is filled with demi-gods, gods 
and superior gods which in the hierarchy of the 
feudal chain direct the various elements of Nature 
and the universe as a whole. Thus in the religion 
of the Ureeks^ which arose in the period of early 
feudalism, the supreme lord of the universe was 
Zeus, after him came his most powerful vassals, 
Poseidon and Pluto, to whom in their turn were 
subordinated thousands of the most varied kinds 
of gods. In .some feudal religions the places of 
the minor gods are taken by saints to which a 
definite sphere of activity is allocated, but here 
there is only a difference in name. Thus in Slav 
creeds St. Elijah takes the place of the ancient 
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god Perun and is supposed to command the 
thunder and lightning; Nicholas “the miracle wor¬ 
ker ” is the successor of Dazhbog, the god of fer¬ 
tility of the soil, etc. 

The relations between the god.s are repetitions 
of the relations between the “earthly gods,” t.e., 
the feudal powers Through the agency of the 
priests, dues are paid to the gods in the form of 
sacrifices, and serf labour in the form of votive 
offerings to the church. 

Authoritarian, feudal ideology saw in cver\ thing 
the “finger of god” and was remarkable for its 
extraordinary completeness It was clothed en¬ 
tirely in religious conceptions which united prac¬ 
tical and theoretical knowledge and legal and poli¬ 
tical ideas. It thus played the role of universal 
organiser in life. At the same time, and for that 
very reason, it was a weapon of the domination of 
the priests who were the possessors of the most 
technical and socio-organisational knowledge of the 
feudal epoch. 

The sphere of ethics, the rules regulating 
the inter-relations between men, was also wholly 
imbued with religious ideas. No clear dividing line 
had yet been drawn between “law” and “moralitv,” 
“sin” and “crime,” “virtue” and “duty.” M'hat 
was condemned bv society as di.spleasing to the 
god.s, an evil deed, may become an object of per¬ 
secution ; every law was .sanctified by religion 
which always demanded subjection to the earthly 
authorities, as representatives of the heavenly 
authorities. 

Under the class structure of feudal society, the 
functions and the organisation of each class were 
different from the other, and for that reason the 
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standards of law and morality, as instruments of 
organisation, were different with each class. The 
“rights” of one class differed from the “rights” 
of all other classes. In the .same way their “vir¬ 
tues,” “honours,” and “dccenc\ ” differed also. 
\VTat was regarded as a terrible crime in one 
class was regarded as a mild offence in another. 
A feudal lord could kill a pea.sant almost with 
impunity, but if a peasant, even in self-defence, 
killed a feudal lord he was subjected to the 
severest punishment. The “virtues” of a feudal 
lord were brutal courage and pride of birth, both 
of which were ncccs.sary for his military functions 
and the preservation of his pow.er; the virtues of 
a peasant were humility and patience. All this was 
necessary for the preservation of the e.\i.sting class 
society, and feudal religion sanctified it all as be¬ 
ing established by the gods. 

Taken as a whole feudal ideology, like authori¬ 
tarian ideology, was e.xtremely conservative. All 
that which was not clothed in religious conceptions, 

1 c , tradition, the coinmandments of ancestors and 
of fetishiscd ancestor-gods, was rejected and was 
frequently per.secutcd as atheism and heresy. 
Anything new in technique, in the organisation of 
life, in ideas, complicated and embarras.sed the 
position of the governing clas.ses and threatened 
the pillars of their authority; they were deeply in¬ 
terested in the preservation of the old. 

The clergy, the guardians of religious tradition, 
were particularly imbued with this spirit. It was 
the clergy who frequently sent the inventors and 
thinkers of that epoch to the block and the stake. 

In spite of th.e deep con.servati.sm peculiar to the 
feudal .societ3^ it developed nevertheless, and much 
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faster than patriarchal-tribal society. The con- 
•servative i<leas were oppo.sed by the j^rovving and 
more complex .social .system and the tremendous 
experience accumulated through thousands of years. 
The forces of developinent now began to operate 
nuK'li more intensively than before, and to these 
were ever added new forces. 

4. 'rUF EoRC'F'S ok DKVFI.orMI-XT AND Tui IR 
'i'i-NDFNCV IN b'FI DM. SoCIK'lV 

The elemental conservatism of the feudal period, 
like the conservatism of the tribal group, but less 
firm and stubborn, had to give way before the 
operation of an eleinent.il force. I'his force was 
absolute over-population, produced as a consequence 
of the absence of progress in technique and the in- 
suffu’iency of means for satisfving the requirements 
of society. 

'J'he lirst ciTects of absolute over-population or 
“land-shortage” were the innumerable wars of the 
feudal worhl As has been explained, it was these 
wars that mainlv leil to the conversion of the free 
agneiiltural communes into the feudal groups and 
treated the tvjie of organi.sation of feud.il society. 
"To the extent th.it fiud.il society grew ami devel¬ 
oped, the scale of war increased also 'i'liu.s the 
unilication of the feudal world of Western Europe 
under the Pap.iev was followed by tlie Crusades. 
'I'licse were wars directed towards overcoming the 
coiit'iuially increasing land shortage. 

Ill anv case war was the least advantageous 
method for feudal .societv of ridding itself of its 
surplus iiopul.ition, for by destroving the prodiutive 
forces of feudal society it thereby eieated a new 
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surplus population, if not among the conquerors, 
at any rate among the conquered. Therefore, 
there necessarily had to be some, even if very slow, 
technical progress In agriculture, until the end 
of the Middle Ages, progress was very inconsider¬ 
able ; in this sphere human undenstanding repre¬ 
sented the greatest obstacle to development. 
Things were different, howev^er, with manufac¬ 
ture where conditions for development were much 
more favourable. There, progress was much more 
rapid ; technically iiupnived methods of production 
were developed, such as were possible in view of 
its petty handicraft character, and handicraft 
gradually separated itself from agriculture and be¬ 
came speciali.sed. I'lnis the social division of 
labour became more pronounced, and consequently 
exchange increa.sed. The artisan strove to live 
nearer to the place where he could .sell his pro¬ 
ducts, and moved gradually to the growing cen¬ 
tres of exchange—the towns. 

In briefly defining the general tendencies of the 
changes taking place in feudal life, it should be 
said that, operating by various means, absolute 
over-population led the feudal world to one goal— 
to the development of .social division of labour 'vhich 
is expressed in exchange. 

Even the wars of feudal .swiety necessarily ic- 
sult in the growth of connections, and consequently 
of productive ties, between feudal groups. 'I'he 
invasions of feudal armies into foreign territories 
led to the abolition of their c.xclusiveness and ac¬ 
quainted people with products that were not pro¬ 
duced in their native land. This created the c( n- 
ditions for sub.sequeiit exchange. Partly, the 
expansion of tie.s operated in the direction of 
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developing the requirements of the feudal lords. 
The possibility aro.se of e.Kchanging the surplus 
product of their own peasants for various foreign 
products. In this, of course, the feudal lord.s 
strove to acquire articles of luxury. 

'I'he wars of mediieval Europe with the Moham¬ 
medan nations is a striking example of this. 
Acquaintance with tlie 7 \rab.s, and later with the 
.Saracens and Turk.s—the cultured peoples of the 
East —and later still with the By/antine Empire, 
lying across tlie path of tlie Crusaders, gave a 
strong impetus to the social division of labour. In 
the fir.st place directly, by widening the circle of 
exchange relations, and secondly, indirectly by 
allowing Europeans to acquire several new technical 
methods and improvements In those times this 
necessarily led to the progress of exchange, as more 
perfect technique requires a greater division of 
labour and specialisation ' 

The development of handicraft, being connected 
with the gradual .sejiaration of liandicraft from 
agriculture and the specialisation of trades, signi¬ 
fies the development of exchange from the mere 
fact that no h.indicraftsman can live directly on 
the production of liis own labour, and, producing 
these in considerably greater numbers than he 
requires, he must sell them 111 order to purchase 
tlie things he requires. 


‘ 'I'lius many iiiiprovomonls wme lo.iiut ti )m ttu‘ .\uili.s in 
the splu-ie i)t agiuiiltui.il ti'ihniqiu' fiuit glowing, M-gctaliio 
glowing, .iitifui.il II1 ig.itioii, I'ti , .ilso III the s|))uie of 
^■llglll(■l■l^llg tiiiuli iiii|imt.iiit kilowK'iIg'- w,is ,K<\uiie(l with 
ii'g.iid to IfiliMU.il I lioiillst I (|iir|).il,lti 111 of .11 Ills iisetill in 

Iiro(lnction), and finally in the icchiiiquo of navig.ition 
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The ^elf-hufficieiit economy of tlie feudal world 
gradually developed into a .sy.stem based on ex¬ 
change 

N B —Feudal relations devchiped in the Fast 
and in the classic world many centuries V)efore the 
Christian era, and m Western Europe approxi¬ 
mately from the fifth to the ninth centuries, i c., 
from the period of tlie end of the Roman Empire 
to the decline of the empire of Charlemagne. I'hc 
most flourishing period of the feudal s\stem was 
the tenth and the .eleventh centuries After that 
period commenced its decline as a consequence of 
the development of exchange. In Russia the feu¬ 
dal s^•stem prevailed in the period of the appan- 
aged princes. Tlie feudal lords were named 
“Boyars,” “appanaged princes,” “Crand Dukes,” 
but in essence the\ were the same as the feudal 
barons of W'estern Europe 

5 Ckxkkil CniK \cti-rjstics or tuk Xiti’kai, 
vSFLt-vSrnicixc, S( ■cii/rii-'s or tiik P\st. 

. (i) In the sphere of produttne technique, natural 
self-sufficing socic\\ in the past w<is distinguished 
in the power of external nature over man, and the 
little command of men over external nature. This 
applies to a greater extent to primitive c( mmunist 
society and to the least extent to feudal .society. 

(2) In the sphere of productive relations these 
societies are distinguished by the narrowness and 
organised character of the productive ties. Xe\er- 
theless, from time imniemori.il unorganised jiro- 
ductive ties have also existed which establislied a 
certain connection between individual groups. The 
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CNtrenics in this case are ; primitive society, an 
aliiKJst completely isolated hi^^hly compact j>roup 
of a score or so of people, in winch unorj^anised 
(esclianj^e) ties are alm(»st completely absent ; and 
feudal society much less compact but embracing 
hundreds of thousands and even millions of people, 
united for tlie struggle for life not only by or¬ 
ganised, but partly also by eschange, relations. 

(3) In the sphere of distribution the characteris¬ 
tic features are the prevalence of an organised form 
of distribution and the absence of extremes of 
wealth and poverty. In this respect primiti\e 
society alone is tyjiical ; feudal society stands on 
the borders of new forms of life. 

(4) 'Pile social coiisciousnes.s of natural sclf- 
suhicing society of the jiast is distinguished by its 
elonuntal conserx atisni (the dominance of custom) 
aiu’ the i)o\erl\ of the materials of knowledge It 
would be almost correct to regard the primiti\e 
period as having had no philosophy of any kind ; 
the two subsequent periods are distinguished par- 
tKul'rlc by natural fetishism which reflects the 
power of nature o\er society, but a power which is 
tottering and not absolutelc o\erwhelming. 

(s) Corresponding to such a character of social 
consciousness, the forms of de\elopment in such 
societies are elemental Absolute over-population 
is the fundamental driving force of .social develop¬ 
ment. 
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COMMERCIAL vSOCIETY 

IV 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF EXCHANGE 

I. Conception ok Exciianok Society 

W P; have seen that natural self-sufficing 
societies existed practically without ex¬ 
change, or at all events were able to dis¬ 
pense with it. Compact, and economically isolated 
from the rest of the world, they produced all that 
was necessary to satisfy their requirements—food, 
clothing and tools Exchange society presents 
quite another picture. There, one is unable to 
speak of the independent existence, not only of 
single productive units, workshop, farm, mine, etc., 
but of whole territories and even whole countries. 
Thus, for instance, when, after the World War, 
Russia was isolated from the re.st of the world, it 
began to experience an extreme shortage of a num¬ 
ber of products necessary for the satisfaction of 
some of its most important requirements. If cer¬ 
tain districts of Russia, like Petrograd or Moscow’, 
were cut off from the rest of the country as a con¬ 
sequence of the extreme dislocation of transport, 
the majority of the population of these cities would 
be doomed to certain death. This applies to a 
greater degree to individual economie enterprise 
in the exchange .system. 

The fact is that developed exchange society is 
distinguished from natural self-sufficing .society by 
the extensive social-division of labour. This means 
that exchange society is composed of an enormous 
number of enterpri.se.s, formally independent of 
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cacli other, each of which is engaged in producing 
a particular product : ironworks and machine con¬ 
struction works, textile and match factories, boot 
and hat factories, corn and dairy farms, etc., etc. 
In a word, the whole of production is divided into 
a number of branches, and these again into numer¬ 
ous separate entcrpri.ses It is true that already 
111 primitive communist society there exi.sted the 
embryo of the division of labour. In examining 
the economics of authoritarian-tribal and feudal 
societies we pointed out the existence of separate 
branches of production, cattle-breeding, agricul¬ 
ture, and handicraft. This, however, was division 
of labour untlnu the hmilb of a group united by a 
common plan of organisation. For instance, in 
the tribal commune labour was divided by the 
patriarch and the other organi.sers subordinated 
to him according to the existing labour power; 
some of the members of the commune were sent 
to tend the cattle, others to plougli the land, etc., 
in order in this manner as far as possible to satisfy 
the requirements of the whole commune. This 
type of division of labour recalls the tectnneal 
division oj labour vihicli may be observed in any 
modern enterprise. In a modern printing works, 
for example, one section of the workers sets up 
type, another reads priwfs, another makes up, an¬ 
other prints, etc., but the relations between all 
these functions are established in the same way 
as was done in the authoritarian-tribal commune 
by the elder members. 

Social division of labour in exchange society is 
quite different. There is no single organising mind 
and no plan of production. This is a system of 
separate and apparently independent enterpri.ses, 
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wliicli are bound to each other by exchanffc, with¬ 
out which tliey could not exist. Let u.s assume the 
existence of several enterprises, one producing 
bread, one clothing, a third boots, etc. If those 
directly connected with the first .enterprise, the em¬ 
ployer and his workers, for some reason or other 
were isolated from the other enterpri.ses they would 
not be able to satisfy their requirements in cloth¬ 
ing and boots and inevitably have to close down. 
'I'he same would apply to the other enterprises. 
This state of affairs did not exist in natural self- 
sufficing economy in which, as we know, at a cer¬ 
tain stage of development exchange relations be¬ 
tween groups were also established ; but if these 
relations suddenly collapsed for .some reason or 
other society would still have continued to exist. 

Under the natural .self-sufficing system of 
economy things are produced for the satisfaction 
of the needs of the producing group ; under the 
exchange .sy.stein things are produced as a rule, 
not for the .satisfaction of the needs of the pro¬ 
ducer, but for sale. Things produced for sale are 
called commodittes. In e.xchange society products 
are primarily commodities. For that rea.son the 
system of pi'oducing for exchange is frequently 
called commodity production. 

2. Thrkk Forms ok E.xch.angr. 

Of course, exchange did not immediately assume 
the form in which we know it to-day. During the 
course of the many centuries of the existence of 
humanity it went through a long process of 
deve’opment. 

In order that -exchange could arise—which hap- 
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pened away back in antiquity or, most probably, 
in tile early stages of the authoritarian-tribal 
commune—it was first of all necessary that there 
should be a surplus of products produced by that 
commune, or, in other words, a certain degree of 
development of the productivity of labour. But 
that is not all. If two communes produced the 
same products in the .same degree of plentifulness 
there would be no sense in exchange and nobody 
would resort to it. Nor can there be any thought 
of e.xchange if two contiguous communes possessed 
surpluses of varying products, but the relations 
between them were hostile; the onh’ thing that 
could take place in tliat event is that one commune 
would plunder the other, as indeed frequently 
happened. 

From this it is clear that two conditions are 
necessary before exchange can take place between 
two communes, viz., a variety in the products pro¬ 
duced by each of them and the existence of 
friendly relations (social ties) between them. The 
first condition existed to a large extent owing to 
the variety’ in the means of production given to 
various communes by external nature. An agri¬ 
cultural commune whose land was good for the 
production of corn, but not for flax, would enter 
into exchange with a commune whose soil was good 
for the cultivation of flax but not for corn. A 
nomadic group of cattle-breeders would exchange 
meat for the corn of the agriculturists, etc. The 
second condition existed in the ties of tribal kin¬ 
ship between individual communes which had been 
maintained as a result of collective undertakings. 
wSubsequcntly, with the greater development of ex¬ 
change, the variety of products was to a greater 
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degree determined, not by natural conditions, but 
by the variety in the development of technical skill. 
Friendly relations also were frequently established 
apart from kinship. 

In its historical development exchange passes 
through three pha.ses and assumes three different 
forms simple or casual exchange, complete or 
developed exchange, and fully developed or money 
exchange. 

The fir.st, the simple or casual form, applies to 
the period when exchange was still a rare pheno¬ 
menon Two men, usually the representatives of 
the two tribal communes, casually meet. Each 
has a product for exchange which happens to be 
required by the other. On the .scene there are 
just two products, .say, an axe and spears. This 
exchange we can present in the following form : — 

One axe = two spears 

In this case the axe quite accidentall\ prove.s to 
be not a .simple product, i c , an article intended 
for direct use, but a commodity Apart from its 
use value as a tool, it revealed a new quality liav- 
ing a social character. It turns out that in return 
for it, it IS possible to receive the product of an- 
other'.s labour—two spears. Of the general mass 
of axes produced by the given commune the super¬ 
fluous axe has acquired a za/itc in cxchani^c or 
“exchange value.” 

In the cour.se of time -exchange becomes less 
casual and acquires a more permanent character, 
because the peaceful meeting of the repre.sentatives 
of various tribes becomes a common practice. 
1 hese meetings now take place at definite places 
specially for the purpose of making exchanges— 
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tlie embryo of the market. We now liiul not two, 
but a lar^/er quantity of eommoclities which, \\ith 
the "rowth of production and inter-communal ties, 
indefinitely increases The form of exchange 
could, for example, be put thus — 

One axe -2 spears=io arrows—2 earthenware 
pots—1 sheei) = 2 o/. of amber, etc. This form is 
called complete or de-.u loped form of exchange It 
differs from the first not only by its dimensions, 
but w ith it IS connected a deeticv change in the 
character of exchange 

lEery commune naturally offers to the (Hhers 
on the market such ai tides as are particularly 
plentiful 111 Its own territor\, but of which the 
other umimuncs sutler a shortage 'I'hus the 
tribes liMiig near Lake I'Tie, in America, ga\e 
copper in exchange for the things they needed 
'I'he Oermanic tribes inhabiting the shores of the 
Haltic vSea used amber for the same purposes. 
Man\ of the tribes of north-cast Liberia right up 
to recent times exchanged furs for arms, iron 
manufactures, \odka, etc I'roiii the standpoint 
('f such a tribal commune exchange becomes more 
and more uniform, it otTers one particular pro¬ 
duct in exchange for a number of others of vari¬ 
ous kinds, Exchangv relations which arise under 
such circumstances, from the point of \ lew of the 
tnlie, may be expressed as follows -- 


1 axe 


2 <)/. of anilx-r- 


or ro arrows 
or 2 spears 
or 2 earthenware pots 


'riic article that represents the left side of the 
equation—amlxr-—now more or less peniiunenlly 
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acquires the special quality which, in the simple 
form of exchange, is inherent in products only on 
special occasions, i.c., exchange value. 

In the deveh^ped form of exchange the propor¬ 
tion in which products are exchanged acquires 
greater stability than in the simple form of ex¬ 
change. In the example quoted above the tribal 
commune exchange.s amber not only for products 
uhicli it docs not produce, but even for such as 
are made by its own members. It learns by ex¬ 
perience tliat it requires as much expenditure of 
labour to produce ten arrows or two pots as two 
ounces of amber. It is quite natural therefore 
that thi.s commune will maintain tlm .same propor¬ 
tion, and in making exchange two ounces of amber 
will be the limit beyond wliich it cannot give for 
ten arrows or two axes. In the event of the other 
side not agreeing to these condition.s the first will 
decline to make the exchange and will produce 
arrows and axes it.self. But it is by no means 
opposed to giving less and receiving more than 
the limit, and if the other commune does not 
produce any amber, which it prices as a beautiful 
adornment, it will not strive to maintain any de¬ 
finite proportion—for it, this proportion will be 
accidental and natural, and in the majority of 
cases will be to its disadvantage—it will then give 
a larger quantity of its labour than it receives from 
the first, thus giving birth, as it were, to casual 
“exploitation” through exchange. 

The developed form of exchange introduces 
something new into the internal life of the com¬ 
mune, too. If we examine the above example, we 
will see that our commune is producing amber not 
only for its physical properties, not only to satisfy 
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its own needs for adornment, but for its exchange 
value. It begins, so to speak, to specialise on one 
branch of production, and to an increasing extent 
to satisfy its own needs by the labour of adjacent 
communes. This proce.ss, it is true, docs not 
reach such an extent that the independent exist¬ 
ence of the commune becomes impossible, but as 
other communes also intensify the production of 
one or other product the inter-tribal connections 
become wider and wider; there begins to develop 
social division of labour. 

Exchange does not stand still at its developed 
form. Tribal communes which come into contact 
not with the collectors of amber, but with their 
neighbours, also take amber in exchange for its 
products, and in this way the latter becomes more 
and more widespread. At the same time its social 
function develops further. hTequently the follow¬ 
ing occurs :— 

We will assume that the producer of axes need¬ 
ing pots does not meet a potter who needs axes 
He, however, meets a number of other sellers. 
One offers him spears for his axe, another arrows, 
a third amber, etc. What is he to do’ Thinking 
the matter over a little he takes amber This is 
quite understandable . he does not want the axe, but 
there is a great demand for amber—savages, like 
children, love ornament—and there is a greater 
probability of his exchanging it for pots than of 
his meeting a potter who is in need of an axe. 
Under the .same circumstances other producers 
think and act in the same way. Amber turns out 
to be a special commodity which everybody most 
willingly accepts, and finally it becomes a custom 
for all commodities first of all to be exchanged for 



94 


A SHORT COURSE OF 


amber in order later to obtain necessary products. 
Direct exchange gradually disappears, amber be¬ 
comes a permanent and obligatory intervening link, 
an instrument of exchange or a means of circulat¬ 
ing commodities. Exchange under such conditions 
takes the following form :— 

1 axe 

10 arrows 
2 spears 

2 earthenware pots, etc. 

As will be easily .seen from the above formula, 
it would be natural that the value of all other 
commodities would begin to be measured and ex¬ 
pressed by amber. Amber would then become the 
measure of value. As the permanent and necessary 
participant in every act of exchange it may be 
called the money commodity, and this third form 
of exchange is called fully developed or the money 
form of e.xchange. 

Exchange value expressed in the money form is 
called price. 

3. Money. 

The history of the money form of exchange re¬ 
presents the consecutive substitution of one com¬ 
modity after another in the capacitj/^ of money. 

At first this function was always imposed upon 
some commodity, which for some reason or other 
was particularly widespread, such as amber, hides, 
salt, cocoa-beans, cowrie shells, etc. At the pre¬ 
sent time it is quite common to meet savage tribes 
who use as money such commodities as are the 
most permanent articles of import and export, and 
it frequently happens that two neighbouring vil- 


^ =2 oz. amber. 
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lages will have varying money commodities. 
Among nomadic tribes cattle usually serves as 
money. This was .still the case in .southern Europe 
at least up to the tenth century n.c. In the poems 
of Homer on.e can find references to the valuation 
of one copper tripod to twelve bulls, a golden set 
of armour at one hundred bulls, etc. Among .some 
peoples the very word “money” originates from 
the word cattle The Latin word pccunia undoubt¬ 
edly originates from the word pecus which means 
“cattle ” The Indian word rupee and the Russian 
word rouble also originate from the same root word 
which stood for cattle. 

Gradually, however, cattle-money was squeezed 
out by metal money. At first iron and copper 
money appeared. This metal evidently was bought 
as eagerly as cattle, because metal tools and wea¬ 
pons were articles of first-rate importance in every 
commune. At the same time metal has many ad¬ 
vantages, thanks to which it is much more conveni¬ 
ent for the function of money. In the first place 
it can be easily divided into pieces of smaller 
value, which could not be done with cattle without 
killing them. vSecondly, one piece of metal poss¬ 
esses the same value as any other piece of the 
same metal, whereas w'ith other commodities, in¬ 
cluding cattle, this is not .so; one .sheep cannot be 
exactly the same as another. Thirdly, metal can 
better be preserved than other materials, although 
even copper and iron spoil to some extent as a 
consequence of the operation of the air and damp- 
ne.s.s. I'ourthly, metal takes up less bulk and 
weight in a given value as compared with other 
articles, owing to the fact that it demands a com¬ 
paratively greater amount of labour to produce it. 
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vSubsequently .iron anrl copper are substituted by 
silver and gold. In the precious metals all the 
above-mentioned technical advantages are expressed 
particularly .strongly. At a first glance it may 
appear difficult to explain how these metals, almost 
useless in production, became to be purchased as 
willingly as cattle, iron, etc. But it can be ex¬ 
plained in this way • silver and gold are u.sed 
mainly for ornament. Even in pre.sent times ar¬ 
ticles for adornment find a ready sale. Uncul¬ 
tured peoples, particularly uneducated women, are 
prepared to deny them.selves necessities in order to 
be able to don .some trinket. Uncivilised and semi- 
civilised peoples particularly love ornament and 
prize It very much. Ituropean merchants, for in¬ 
stance, for a string of beads were able to pur¬ 
chase a large quantity of fish, game, fruits, etc. 
Thus the demand for articles of ornament allows for 
the transition from iron and copper money to silver 
and gold 

It must not be thought, however, that metal 
money arose immediately m the neat, well-made 
form of modern money, having exact weight and 
a definite standard of quality Metal was at first 
nothing more than the money commodity; it dif¬ 
fered from othef commodities only in that it was 
accepted in exchange for any other commodity. 

"When one goes to market in Burma,” relates a 
traveller, "one provides one.self with a piece of 
silver, a chisel, a hammer, a pair of scales and 
some weights. ‘What is the price of these pots ?’ 
asks a purchaser. ‘Show me your money,’ replies 
the merchant, and in accordance with its aspect 
he will name one or another price in a certain 
weight of silver. The merchant will loan the pur- 
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chaser a small anvil, and he will cut off a piece 
of silver, then he will weigh the piece in his own 
scales, for one cannot trust the scales of the mer¬ 
chant, and will add a piece or take off a piece as 
is required until the weight named has been ob¬ 
tained. In large purchases, which are paid for in 
the very best silver, the process is still more com¬ 
plicated • it is necessary to call in an assayer to 
test the silver, for whose services, of course, it is 
necessary to pay.” 

Consequently, metal money rcpres.ents a definite 
kind of commodity, which is weighed and tested, 
IS regarded on every occasion from the stand¬ 
point of its quality and quantity. With the 
development of e.xchange such a state of affairs 
becomes extremely inconvenient. For that reason 
the formless ingot of metal money was gradually 
transformed into some .shape or other, either the 
form of rings, brickets, discs and squares. En¬ 
graved with some design and an indication of its 
weight and value, it now .serves as the predecessor 
of modern money, the minting of which is carried 
out to the highest stage of technical perfection. 

With the expansion of exehange it must fre¬ 
quently happen that a prospective purchaser is 
temporarily embarrassed for the want of money. 
He must have goods immediately, but he has no, 
or not enough, money, although he can prove that 
ill a little time he will have the money. Under 
such circumstances the merchant will agree to give 
his goods on loan or credit. The word “credit” 
signifies “confidence.” A credit operation ob¬ 
viously presupposes confidence, first of all in the 
honour, and secondly in the solvency, of the debtor. 

At the appointed time the debtor repays the 
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money which now plays a new role, i.c., a means of 
payment. 

For the normal progress of the life of exchange 
society it is absolutely necessary that there should 
be a sufficient quantity of the means of exchange 
and payment in the market. Let us see how much 
is required 

With the simultaneous sale for cash, the amount 
of mone3' required is obviously as much as the 
total price of the goods sold on the market. But 
for a definite period, and for a number of trans¬ 
actions for cash, the amount of money required may 
be less than the total price of the commodities. 

We will assume that a shoemaker bought corn 
from a peasant to the value of £i With the £i 
the peasant bought a ploughshare from a smith, 
and the smith bought a table from the joiner. All 
these transactions took place within the course 
of one w'eek, and only was required, although 
the total price of all tlie.se commodities js £^. The 
reason for this is that during this week the same 
£i changed hands three times. In general the 
amount of money required by the market for cash 
transactions is determined by dividing the total 
price of the commodities sold by the number of 
transactions made during the period in w hich these 
coinmoditi.es were sold. Commodities sold on credit 
are transferred from hand to hand without the 
assistance of money. Subsequently, however, these 
goods wall have to be paid for. In order to deter¬ 
mine how much money is required for the credit 
market it is not only necessary to take into con¬ 
sideration the rapiditv of the circulation of money, 
as in the case quoted above, but another circum- 
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We will assume that the joiner bought corn to 
the value of from the peasant on credit, and the 
latter bought a table from the joiner, also on 
credit, to the value of i8 shillings. When the 
accounts are settled the joiner will pay the peas¬ 
ant 2 shillings, although the total debts amounted 
to 38 shillings—or say A owes II ;£io, II owes C 
£10] now C buys goods on credits from A to the 
value of £10. The.se accounts are therefore .settled 
without any money passing at all, A paying B’s 
debts to C with the goods he transfers to him. 
'I'hus, m settling debts, the amount of means of 
payment necessary is diminished by tlic number 
of payments which cancel each other. The re¬ 
mainder is paid by the amount of money required 
in accordance with the rapidity of the circulation 
of money. 

(lencrally the .sum of money required for the 
market in a given period of time —Ihc demand for 
nionev —is determined in the following manner : 
The total price of the commodities sold, excluding 
those that are .sold on credit, is added to the sum 
of postponed payments which have to be made at 
a certain date—excluding those which actually 
cancel each other. The sum thus obtained is then 
divided by the number of times the money changes 
hands during the given period. 

T'lie actual amount of money in exchange societ\-, 
generally speaking, is never less than the “demand 
for money” on the market; on the contrar3", apart 
from the money in eirculation on the market there 
IS a surplus, which as a “hoard” or financial re¬ 
serve peacefully reposes in the pockets or the cof¬ 
fers of its owners, ready to appear when there is 
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an inc'rcasL'cl demand for money for purchasing 
goods or for the payment of debts. 

4. UaUOCR V\I.UK and its SlC.NlFICANCE IN 
THE REC.ri,ATION OE PRODUCTION. 

In exchange society every producer exchanges his 
product—his commodities—for the commodities of 
other people First he e.xchauges his commodities 
for money, and with this money he buys other 
commodities winch he requires; but money, as we 
have seen, is also a commodity, and therefore there 
IS no need to speak of it particularly. The ques¬ 
tion is, therefore, what quantity of commodities 
does the producer receive in exchange for his own ? 
In otlier words, what is the exchange value of his 
commodities ^ 

W'c will assume that society is quite homogen¬ 
eous, that its various members are equal 111 the 
extent of their requirements, and that the quan¬ 
tity of labour power expended by each of them in 
production is also equal. If there are a million 
members, then each one will represent one-millionth 
part of tlie requirements of society, and the labour 
of each will represent oiie-milhonth part of the 
social expenditure of labour power. If at the same 
time the whole of the .social production completely 
satisfies the whole of the social requirenieiit.s, then 
for the complete .satisfaction of his needs each mem¬ 
ber must receive one-millionth part of the social 
product. If one of them will receive less, he will 
begin to weaken and decline, and will be unable to 
continue his former social function of providing 
one-millionth part of social labour power for the 
struggle agamst Nature. If some of them wall 
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receive more than one-millionth part each, then 
others will suffer as a consequence and receive less. 

The quanhly of labour power which society re¬ 
quires to produce a definite quantity is called social 
value, or simply the value of that product. By 
employing this term ue can pre.sent the preceding 
argument in the following form :— 

For a homogeneous society with division of 
labour to maintain its production, it is necessary 
that every member in exchange for his products 
receive a quantity of products equal in value for 
his requirements. In the example we have given 
the value of the commodities of a given member is 
one millionth part of the whole value of the .social 
product, and the value of the commodities required 
for the use of the member is equal to one-millionth 
part of the wliole of .social labour power. 

Social value is measured by the duration and in¬ 
tensity of the labour of the men who have engaged 
in the production of the product. If it is necessary 
to expend thirty hours of social labour to produce 
a certain product, and 300 hours of labour, twice 
as intense as the former, to produce another pro¬ 
duct, it IS so obvious that the social value of the 
second product—the quantity of labour embodied 
in it—will be twenty times that of the first. 

Social value does not depend on the amount of 
labour which any individual worker has expended 
on a given product If, as a consequence of lack of 
skill, the lack of proper tools, and some other 
accidental circum.stances, a worker spends more 
than the usual time required in that society for 
the production of a commodity, then the value of 
that commodity wall not for that rea.son be any 
greater than usual. On the other hand, tlie value 
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does not become less if, owing to some special skill, 
or to the employment of special tools not yet gener¬ 
ally employed in society, a workman can produce 
a commodity in less than the usual time. Social 
value re[)rcscnts the quantity of labour power 
which 19 norwally nccessaty to produce commodi¬ 
ties under conditions of labour cuslomarv for that 
society. 

Thus it is necessary to distinguish between 
social or normal value and individual or accidental 
value—between that quantity of labour power 
which is ^^encraUy necessary in a given stage of 
social development and between labour power ex¬ 
pended in any individual instance. For economic 
science only normal value is of importance ; it can 
devote attention to individual value only to the ex¬ 
tent that is necessary in order to under.stand any 
deviation from the normal. 

If we examine various forms of labour separately 
it will not be difficult to see that one form is more 
complex and that another is more simple Thus 
the labour of a scientist is more complex than 
that of a watchmaker, and the labour of a watch¬ 
maker is more complex than that of a shoemaker, 
etc. It is necessary to take into consideration the 
degree of complexity of labour m investigating the 
social value of commodities. 

The variety of the forms of labour and their 
unequal complexity arises from the unequal train¬ 
ing of workers and consequently the unequal 
development of organisms. The more comple.x 
forms of labour correspond to higher development, 
the simpler forms to a lower development. It is 
obvious that a more highly developed organism 
while at work expends more labour power in a 
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given time than a less developed organism. There¬ 
fore more complex labour should be regarded as a 
greater expenditure of labour power than less 
complex labour • complex labour is multiplied 
simple labour. Thus one hour’s labour of a scien¬ 
tist in expenditure of labour power may be equal 
to tliree hours of tliat of a mechanic and twelve of 
that of an unskilled labourer 

We will call “simple labour’’ the lea.st complex 
form of labour that exi.sts in a given society. In 
comparing values, simple labour represents a 
natural measure with which to gauge more com¬ 
plex forms of labour. One hour’s simple labour of 
the average intensity in a given society is a natural 
unit of labour power. If a product produced in lOo 
hours of social labour of such a complexity that 
one hour of such labour represents four hours of 
simple labour of average intensity, then the value 
of that product will express itself in 400 units, etc. 

It is self-evident that for societies standing at 
varying levels of development the units of labour 
power will ahso vary. 

Thus, as a unit of measurement of .social labour 
power we must take one hour’s labour of average 
intensity. If a commodity costs twelve such hours 
then it must exchange for a commodity which also 
contains twelve “ hours,” for example, for a corres¬ 
ponding quantity of money metal. If exchange is 
conducted on any other basis, then some enterprises 
must suffer and decline Prices of commodities on 
tlie market, on the average, must correspond to 
their values, otherwuse the existence of society as 
a whole will become extremeh' unstable. 

But exchange .society possesses a certain stability, 
although prices of commodities continually, to a 
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more or less extent, deviate from their values be¬ 
cause there is no organising mind to direct ex¬ 
change. Nevertheless the very structure of society 
contains a peculiar regulating mechanism, the 
operations of which direct the fluctuations of prices 
in such a manner that deviations to one side are 
compensated by deviations to the other side, and 
thus, on the average, establishes an equilibrium. 
This mechanism pos.sesses enormous power, crude 
and elemental it is called market competiiwn. 

If a producer agrees to sell his commodities be¬ 
low their value, his busine.ss will suffer; if other 
producers agree to purchase his commodities above 
their value they will suft'er materially. A conflict 
of interests ari.ses between buyer and .seller. As 
a consequence of the struggle everyone strives to 
demand never Ies‘; than the value for his commodi¬ 
ties, and to give never more than the value for 
the commodities of others In this manner the idea 
of “prices” that develops in society really corres¬ 
ponds (approximately) to their value. 

A producer, however, is not always able to sell 
his commodities at the value, sometimes he is 
compelled to sell them cheaper. We will assume 
that 1,000 shoemakers have brought 200,000 pairs 
of boots to market and society can onlv buy 
150,000 pairs; the shoemakers would then find 
themselves in a very embarrassed position. Supply 
is then greater than demand, all the boots cannot 
be sold, and each of the sellers risks being left 
without a customer. As a consequence a severe 
struggle coniniences between the sellers; each one 
would be willing to sacrifice one portion of the 
value in order to attract purchasers and not have 
to return home with unsold goods. The prices of 
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commodities drop; boots which cost fifty “hours of 
simple labour” are sold for a sum of money which 
represents forty or thirty-five of such units of 
labour power. The shoemakers’ bu',messes weaken, 
some collapse entirely; some of the shoemakers 
are forced to reduce their output because their 
business no longer satisfies their needs, i.e., they 
cannot purchase enough food or the same quantity 
of raw materials as previously ; others again en¬ 
tirely give up the shocmaking business for some 
other, or find themselves witliout business alto¬ 
gether. The result is that on the next occasion the 
market is not only not overstocked with boots, 
but indeed the contrar^^ is the case; with a de¬ 
mand for 160,000 pairs of boots the supply only 
amounts to 120,000 pairs. In that case a struggle 
commences between the purchasers. Not wishing 
to be left without boots many purchasers agree to 
pay more than the value for them—to give sixty 
or sixty-five units of labour in the shape of money 
instead of fifty. These advantageous prices per¬ 
mit the producer to expand his business, the num¬ 
ber of shoemakers may again increase, and again 
there will be a change in the relations between 
supply and demand, and prices will again fluctu¬ 
ate in the other direction, etc. 

Thus competition on the market between pur¬ 
chaser and seller on the one hand, and between 
the sellers of similar commodities on the other, as 
well as between purchasers, tends, in the continual 
fluctuation of prices, to maintain them about the 
level of their value, lowering prices which have 
risen too high, raising prices which have fallen too 
low. If the production of a given commodity ex¬ 
ceeds the social demand for it, it will be sold for 
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less than its value, and the production of this 
commodity is diminished; if, on the other hand, 
the output of that commodity does not fully meet 
the demand, then it will be sold above its value, 
and its production ivill increase. Thus, through 
the market, value regulates social production and 
co-ordinates it with social demand. 

This co-ordination is brought about, however, by 
means of continual fluctuations : at any given 
moment it may not be anywhere near complete, 
and this causes loss to the producer and fruitless 
expenditure of social energy. At any given mo¬ 
ment a producer may find himself out of harmony 
with his social environment. It is poor comfort 
for the artisan who has been ruined owing to his 
failure to sell his commodities that in the course 
of time the equilibrium between supply and de¬ 
mand will automatically establish itself on the 
market. Thus social relations dominate men in 
exchange society, although perhaps less severely 
than tlie relations of external nature over men in 
natural self-sufficing society.‘ 

' Tlie vii'W ot i)rKC and value iii exdiarige society o\- 
lilaiiiccl above dominates in modern scientific thought under 
the name of the “labour theory of value There are still 
jneserved, if not in science at least m scientific tracts, views 
which are relics ot undeveloped conceptions, and support the 
interests ot certain groups of society, theories more or less 
complicated and lonfused which give a different “explanation” 
of the life of exihange society Let us see, theiefoii,, whethei 
any of the theories can be true In exchange lonimodities 
of the most vaiied kinds are compared; axes, coin, books, 
ornaments, etc In order to compare various articles it is 
necessary that they have something in common winch could 
serve as a measure Both a man and a stone have weight, 
therefore it is quite possible to compare man with stone hv 
weight What is there common to all the various commodi¬ 
ties which are compaied during the act of exchange’ The 
most superficial glance will show that it is not sine, weight. 
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Tlie mechanism of competition cannot always 
freely operate in exchange; under certain circum¬ 
stances monopoly comes upon the scene. The 
term monopoly really means not only the insuf¬ 
ficiency of competition, but the complete absence of 
it, but usually it is employed to any considerable 
degree of absence of competition. If in the pro¬ 
duction of a particular socially necessary commo- 
dit}^ only one producer, or a few producers acting 
in alliance, are engaged, the purchaser may be 
compelled to pay an incommensurably high price 
for that commodity. 

Then it appears that an individual group, taking 
advantage of its exclusive position, is exploiting 
the rest of .society. 

Monopoly ahso explains the fact that in exchange 
society some things which are not the product of 
labour and have no labour value, nevertheless have 
price, such as, for in.stance, uncultivated land, 
water power (when a river is leased to drive a 
mill), honorary titles, author’s royalties, remission 
of sins, sanctifying marriages, and other ecclesi¬ 
astical services (the articles of trade of the clergy), 
etc. 

This happens when articles not created by labour 
and have some utility, and at the same time exist- 

or hardness, or any “natural” quality Consequently it is 
thuir socurl quality But precisely what social quality’ 
Of these there are two, social utility and soiial value Is it 
their social utility’ No The ijun/iti/ of an axe is that it 
IS a tool, the (/luiliti/ of corn is that it is a means of niain- 
tainiiig labour power, etc , but there is no place here for 
quantitative (onipaiison, and it is precisely the latter that counts 
m exchange Obvioii.sly it must be the social value, the quantity 
of social labour powei necessary to produce each commodity 
From this point ot view the quantitative equality of the most 
varied tornmodities, mateiial and even non-niaterial, becomei 
quite clear. 
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nig in limited quantities, become the private pro¬ 
perty of a few individuals who refuse to allow the 
use of them to others without some reward in the 
shape of a certain value, i.e., a certain sum of 
money. Tlie price of such articles cannot be de¬ 
termined by their values, becau.se they do not 
possess value Like all exploitation, the prices of 
these commodities are determined by the relation 
of forces of .social cla.sscs ; in this case, the sellers 
and purchasers of such articles. Of course, in the 
last resort the.se relations are explained on the 
basis of historic conditions, that is on the develop¬ 
ment of the relations of man to nature. 
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'IHE SYSTEM OF SLAVERY 
I. Tht, ORIGIN OF Slavk-Owning Organisatio'^s^ 

T he development of feudalism may proceed 
along two different directions according to 
historical conditions. As happened m 
mediaeval Europe, it may develop into serfdom ; but 
under special conditions it develops in another 
direction and lays the basis for the system of slave- 
ownership. 

The dilTerence between slave and serf relations 
by no means consists in the degree of exploitation 
and personal liberty; in certain cases slavery is 
much less onerous than serfdom, and under others 
the contrary is the case. The fundamental differ¬ 
ence ill the two systems must be sought in the 
position which the dependent class occupies in the 
productive process. The serf, like the slave, is 
deprived of personal libert}', but he has his small 
homestead, together with his family; he cultivates 
his own allotment, or works at some craft in his 
own workshop, paying his feudal lord feudal dues 
or rendering feudal service. The slave, however, 
not only does not possess his own allotment or 
workshop, but does not even own his labour power. 

Slaves already existed in the patriarchal com¬ 
mune. These were prisoners of war, forcibly intro¬ 
duced into a group alien to them in blood, and then 
as it were adopted by the latter. These embraced 
that section of the dependent population which, cut 
off from agriculture and deprived of their homes, 
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lived in the houses of the suzerains and served as 
“menials.” Rut slavery of that period did not 
play any great part in economic life. In the sys¬ 
tem of slavery, however, things are dift'erent; here 
slavery plays a definite function in production. 

Slavery originates from the capture of prisoners 
of war. 

One of the elements of external nature for every 
productive organisation is the organisations that 
are hostile to it and against which it has to fight. 
These struggles frequently demanded the expendi¬ 
ture of a considerable portion of the energy of 
society This applies particularly to those socie¬ 
ties vhich were the first to take the path of develop¬ 
ment and stood higher than their neighbours from 
the point of view of material well-being. It fre¬ 
quently happened that backward “barbarian” 
tribes and races conquered more highly developed 
societies and partly destroyed, or partly changed, 
their culture. But some societies, thanks to the 
early development of division of labour, and con¬ 
sequently of e.xchange, succeeded in developing a 
high military technique, which gave them consider¬ 
able superiority over the backward and still partly 
nomadic races. Such advanced societies, for a num¬ 
ber of centuries, managed successfully to resist 
the seething pressure of the lower races. These 
victories usually led to the increa.se of the produc¬ 
tive power of the more cultured social organisations 
which converted their numerous prisoners into 
slaves 

The first to develop in this direction were several 
Eastern .societies disposed in the fertile valleys of 
great rivers (the Nile, Tigris, Bluphrates, etc.) 
and later the societies of antiquity which presented 
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the liighej^t and mot.t perfect t>pes of slave*ovvning 
systems. 

The starting point, however, of the development 
of the slave-owning systems in both the Eastern 
despotisms and in the world of antiquity was the 
existence of .systems of feudal relationships. If 
we turn to (Ireece of the period of the Trojan wars 
we shall .see the familiar picture of feudal society. 
The “king” as described by Homer has nothing 
111 common with the future monarchy of centralised 
States. He is nothing else than the military 
suzerain of an alliance of feudal groups united for 
some common military enterprise and bearing the 
name of “clan” or “fratria ” Slavery at that time 
already existed, but it was a rather mild form of 
subjection and led in the main to the acceptance of 
the prisoners into the conquering tribe. The same 
is observed in the organisation of the Roman 
tribes. 

It is true that feudalisni in the world of antiquity 
did not succeed in developing into that form into 
:thich it developed in medineval Europe. This is 
particularly observable in the peculiar democratism 
in the social organisation of the (Ireeks of the period 
of Homer. The feud.al alliances were united in 
peace time through the councils of tribal chiefs, 
and the king-.suzerain acquired important influences 
only during war. Apart from the council of elders, 
there were also the popular assemblies, which 
limited the power of the elders and the king. All 
these are clear traces of the preceding epoch of pat¬ 
riarchal-tribal society. For that reason the 
economic life of the Greeks described in the “Iliad” 
and the “Odyssey” should be properly defined as 
feudal-tribal relations. This system served as the 
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ba'iis for the future slave-owning system which de¬ 
veloped in the womb of feudalism as evchange 
developed. 

As long as exchange was weakly developed, the 
.surplus product was u.sed in its direct natural form ; 
exploitation was limited, because the requirements 
of the dominant family ar,e limited ; of what use is 
an enormous quantity of corn to it if it is not 
able to eat it all ? But the process of exchange 
permitted the almost unlimited development of the 
requirements of the dominant family. Every .sur¬ 
plus product could be exchanged for some new 
article of con.sumption not produced by the group 
itself. I'or that rea.son the more surplus product.s, 
the better it was for the lord. The subordinates of 
the organiser are now for him not only tools of 
production, but tools of production of surplus pro¬ 
duct.s, objects of exploitation The satisfaction of 
the requirements of those who laboured is now- 
forced to the background The most important 
thing is the extraction of the greatest possible pro¬ 
fit, and the greatest profit demands that the re¬ 
quirements of the worker be reduced to the low-est 
possible minimum and that the quantity of his 
labour be increased to the maximum. Under such 
conditions the feudal organiser had to resort in his 
activity to methods of crude forcible compulsion 
such as were formerly applied to slaves new-ly ac¬ 
cepted into the group. The feudal lord now began 
to regard the slave exclusively as a source of sur¬ 
plus labour, and strove to extend his domains by 
the mass exploitation of slaves. 

Slaves were obtained mainly by capturing bar¬ 
barians in war. In the course of time this was 
supplemented by the purchase of slaves from the 
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barbanaiih, who conducted unceasing war among 
themselves, and for good prices sold their prisoners 
of war to the societies of antiquity. But war was 
not only conducted betvieen ihe barbarians. 
Isolated Creek and Roman States made repeated 
attacks upon each other, and in the event of vic¬ 
tory treated their prisoners of war in the same way 
as did the barbarians, that is, converted them into 
slaves. 'I'he same fate was meted out to vassals 
who fell into debt Intensifying the e.xploitation 
of dependent elements of the population, ruining 
and enslaving them, p-’jrticularly by means of 
usurious loans, the feudal lords reduced them 
either to the position of serfs or to that of slaves. 
The latter happened frequently in those places 
where the fundamental conditions for the develop¬ 
ment of slavery existed 

Sometimes feudal dependence was preserved and 
developed to a wide extent side by side with slavery, 
as, for example, in Eastern societies. But even in 
these the .system of slavery was of overwhelming 
importance in social life At other times, as 
happened in the societies of antiquity, the transi¬ 
tion to the cultivation of the land with the aid of 
slaves took place very early, and this left no room 
for the development of feudal relations. 

It is true that, side by side with slave economy, 
for a long time there continued to exist compara¬ 
tively small family economy in which slavery did 
not exist. This applies to the numerous artisan 
workshops and peasant farms, which even in the 
most flourishing period of the slavery of antiquitv 
were still very widespread. But the general form 
of life was determined by the relations of slave- 
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ownin" j»roup.s which represented the greatest 
economic force in ancient society. 

Tlie number of slaves reached colossal propor¬ 
tions. Thus in the possession of Rome at the most 
flourisliing period of .slave ownership there were 
from thirteen to fourteen million slaves, whereas 
the number of free citizens did not exceed six or 
seven millions. The same preponderance of 
slaves over freemen for a certain period existed in 
ancient Creece It is quite understandable there¬ 
fore that slave ownership dominated the market, 
and in this .sense played the part of great capital¬ 
ist enterpri.ses having tremendous advantages in 
competition This compelled the smaller enter¬ 
prises to adapt them.selves to the.se conditions and 
aroused in them a .striving to acquire slaves for 
the purpose of increasing their productivity. 

Co-operation and division of labour were applied 
to a wide extent in large slave undertakings. In 
Creece even before the fifth century B.c. there 
existed extensive factorie.s— erjrasteria —in which 
slaves worked. Eater in Italy and Sicily there 
developed enormous farms where frequently hun¬ 
dreds of .slaves worked on one field. It should be 
observed that the division of labour rarely exceeded 
certain limits, t.e., the production of certain pro¬ 
ducts by certain workmen; the various stages of 
production of a given product were only in excep¬ 
tional ca.s.es divided among different workmen (for 
instance in the tanning yards). This is explained 
by the fact that the market was not very extensive, 
demand was not .sufficiently large to call forth the 
production of goods in mass, and it is only in mass 
production that increa.sed division of labour is 
advantageous. 



ECONOMIC SCIENCE 


115 

In the course of time, with the growth of slave 
economy the function of organiser also became 
divided. As long as the enterprise was not very 
large, the owner could direct production himself. 
He personally distributed the work and product of 
his enterpri.se, and in this sense was an organiser 
of production. But when his enterpn.se expanded 
and the number of .slaves considerably increased, 
the owner was then compelled to select assistants 
and transfer part of his functions to them. vSide 
by side with the master there appear slave-organ¬ 
isers, over.seers, assistant managers, etc The only 
function left to the master under these conditions 
is that of supreme control, and that not for long. 
Isolating him.self more and more from the process 
of production, he finally transfers even the last 
function to the technical staff selected from among 
the slaves The slaveowner is now converted into 
a pure parasite whose “aetivity” consists in the 
most refined enjoyment of life. 

The dominant family stood over the mass of 
slaves who were deprived of all rights, but slavery 
left its .sharp impre.ss even upon the organisation 
of the family. The head of the family had enor¬ 
mous power, and even had the right to sell his 
children into .slavery. In fact, this latter was by 
no means a rare occurrence, even in the most 
flourishing period of the classic world. 

Thus the slave-owning group was composed of 
two opposite elements At one end there stood the 
despot slaveowner, dominating over Ins subjects and 
squeezing surplus labour out of them ; on the other 
there was the mass of slaves, without right.s, con¬ 
verted into tools of production, and reduced to the 
position of commodities. 
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In the- first stages of its development the slave 
system prineipallv bore the eharacter of the natural 
self-sufficing system. In its dev'eloped form, how¬ 
ever, it presents itself as a mixed natural-exchange 
system. The requirements of the slaves, reduced 
to the physiological minimum, are satisfied mainly 
by the products of the slaveowner’s group, the 
greater part of the requirements of the slave¬ 
owner, on the other hand, arc acquired by exchange. 
Purple cloth, utensils, particularly clay vases, valu¬ 
able household furniture, all kinds of articles of 
luxury were produced in .separate undertaking.s for 
the satisfaction of the needs of the slaveowners. 
Some of these products were brought from great 
distances. Purple cloths and carpets, for instance, 
were brought to (Ireece from Italy Sicily sup¬ 
plied a large area with its beautiful chariots. This 
was the prcdoininatiiig character of trade, and 
those drawn into the sphere of e.xcliange were 
chiefly the upper classes of the slave-owning groups. 

It is true that thci*e exi.sted slave enterpri.ses 
which dirl not engage in agriculture at all Such 
were many ergastcria of the (Ireek towns and min¬ 
ing undertaking.s fthe silver mines of Attica), which 
sent to the markets their products of industr\ . 
In so far as these eiitcrpmses were obliged to pur¬ 
chase the means of satisfying their needs and that 
of the slaves, they existed entirely in the sphere 
of exchange, but geiicrallv it was the agricultural 
enterprises that predominated 

Be that as it may, the epoch of the slavery of 
antiquity is connected with the considerable develop¬ 
ment of money circulation. It was in those times 
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that money first took the form of coins. 'J'he 
newE’-arisen social-economic organisation—the 
wState—undertook, or to be more exact, assumed 
the right to coin money metal ingots into a de¬ 
finite form, weight, and value which served as a 
universal h’c;al means of (he circulation of coin- 
modi tics. 

The business of exchange gradually developed 
into an independent occupation of a special class 
of merchants, who, purchasing commodities from 
producers and selling them to consumers, lived on 
the difference in the exchange values between the 
first and second operations. 

Ocnerally the extent f)f trade was insignificant 
as compared with modern trade. This can be 
judged by tlie amount of money which was re¬ 
quired for the circulation of commodities The out¬ 
put of gold and silver in Asia even in the most 
flourishing period of the classic world was incom¬ 
parably less than at the present moment At the 
same time the technique of exchange was weakly 
developed. The employment of money in exchange 
transactions was not ies.sencd by the highly-per¬ 
fected machinery of .exchange employed to-day (the 
circulation of credit notes, bank notes, the cheque 
system, etc ). 

Credit, or to be more exact the embryo of 
credit—usury—gradually developed to wide dimen¬ 
sions during the period we are studying. It played 
an important role in the building up of the enor¬ 
mous wealth of the Greek, and later the Roman, 
aristocracy. 

In accordance wdth the development of exchange, 
in the world of antiquity, considerable progress w'as 
made in the organised ties between groups. 
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The beginnings of the State which arose aU 
ready in the feudal world were developed and trans¬ 
formed into extensive political alliances which 
sometimes embraced tens of millions of people. 
The progress of the social division of labour ex¬ 
pressed in the growth of exchange created a neces¬ 
sity for economic niuon for protecting and facili¬ 
tating exchange relations, i c., the establishment of 
a uniform currency', uniform measures for commo¬ 
dities, the military protection of roads and markets, 
control over the payment of debts, the protection 
of the persons and property of merchants living in 
foreign countries, etc The great part played by 
war in acciuinng slaves and new territories de¬ 
manded stable and extensive military organisation 
for which purpose the weak feudal-tribal relations 
reflected in the heroic poems of Homer proved in¬ 
sufficient. The sharp division of ancient society 
into two classes, oppressors and oppressed, of 
which the second was much more numerous than 
the first, and the further division of the first class 
into two separate groups whose interests were an¬ 
tagonistic, gave rise to the imperative necessity for 
a centralised military power. These necessities 
were met by the ancient »State. 

The development of the ancient State proceeded 
‘along two different roads and led to two quite dis¬ 
similar types of organisations. 

fn some cases an extensive political whole 
developed mainly as a consequence of war. This 
took place owing to the existence of two conditions ; 
first, when the very conditions of external nature 
created the necessity for extensive social organisa¬ 
tion, as, for instance, when the fate of production 
depended upon the successful regulation of the 
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level of great rivers (the fertile valleys of the Nile, 
the Tigris, the Euphrates and the Hoang-Ho were 
the places where the first despotic monarchies 
arose), or when it was necessary to combine to re¬ 
sist the continuous attacks of strong hostile races. 
Secondly, when the exchange relations were not 
yet sufficiently developed, nor yet sufficiently wide 
and stable to create a strong political alliance 
During the innumerable wars of the feudal period 
individual groups succeeded in subjecting many 
neighbouring groups. At first the conquered 
groups were directly incorporated w'lth the victori¬ 
ous groups and converted into slaves. But having 
reached a certain limit the complete incorporation 
of conquered groups becomes impossible, the eco¬ 
nomy of the group becomes too large to be con¬ 
ducted by a single lord. Then the conqueror.s would 
be satisfied with imposing upon the conquered 
groups their political domination and compelling 
them to pa3^ tribute, at the same time leaving them 
a considerable share of independence in their in¬ 
ternal affairs. 

Expanding more and more, the individual group 
became converted into one of the enormous despotic 
States of the ancient world, like the Egyptian, 
Assyrian, Babylonian, Persian and other States. 
The power of the despot in reality represented the 
unlimited power of a slaveowner. Between the 
despot and the siinjile Bead of a slave-owning 
family there were numerous intermediary stages, 
such as satraps, governors of provinces, etc., and 
every official had enormous power over his sub¬ 
ordinates whose activities he had to organise. The 
type of organisation of such States was everywhere 
the same. 
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Thc character of ancient States which developed 
on tlie basis of firm and extensive exchange ties 
with other groups was different. These were alli¬ 
ances of kindred and equal communes, the primary 
aim of which was to conduct joint military under¬ 
takings and tlie protection of exchange and private 
property 

Owing to the permanent relations and tlie 
development of social division of labour, business 
between individual groups of such an alliance in¬ 
creased more and more—the ties between them be¬ 
came closer and firmer. The common affairs of the 
group were decided by a council of the lords, and 
subsequently by those they appointed, who, how-- 
ever, remained under the control of the council. 
In the internal alhiirs of the group every free head 
of a famih' remained, as before, complete master. 
Of course, the slaves did not take anv part in the 
administration of public affairs. Of such a char¬ 
acter were the numerous republics of ancient Oreece 
and partly of Italy. 

Owing to the numerous wars of the ancient world, 
the organisation of the second t\’pe proved to be 
not particularly firm, and frequently changed into 
organisations of the first type. War demands a 
strict unity of power which is wery difficult to 
achieve in aristocratic republics. In this manner 
Republican Rome changed into the Rome of the 
Ccesars Furthermore, it frequently happened 
that as a consequence of the conflict of economic in¬ 
terests the internecine wars in the republics led to 
similar forms many Greek republics were fre¬ 
quently transformed into autocracies. When the 
petty slave-owning peasants, artisans, and mer¬ 
chants took up arms against the large compact 
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slave-owning autocracy they usually remained 
under the banner of the king, or the tyrant, as 
only the strict centralisation of forces could secure 
victory for them. 

The prevailing relations among slaves was that 
of equality^—the equality of course of the unfraii- 
chised. However, as the slave lord transferred 
part of his organising functions to some of his 
trusted slaves, there arose the power of slave over 
slave. 

Family ties among slaves were created or de¬ 
stroyed according to the interests of the slave lord 

The interests of the slave lord also determined 
the amount of the means of life that went to the 
share of the slaves. With the wide development of 
systematic trading in slaves, it became more ad¬ 
vantageous to the slaveowners to interest themselves 
not so much in the complete satisfaction of the 
fundamental needs of the .slave, but chiefly in inten¬ 
sifying and prolong’iig his every-day labour. In 
this way the slave soon became “worn out,” and 
was replaced by a fresh one wdio was comparatively 
cheap. Con.sequently the interests of the slave 
lord regulated the length of the life of a slave in 
the same way as their multiplication was regulated. 

In the despotisms of Asia every subject was a 
slave of the vState FT’onomically, this was ex¬ 
pressed in the exploitation of private enterpmses 
by the State enterprises, by the collection of enor¬ 
mous tribute and taxes. Juridically, this was e.x- 
pressed in the complete absence of the rights of the 
individual before any of the “cogs” of the adminis¬ 
trative machine serving the purpose of collecting 
the tribute and taxes. Masses of the population 
knew- nothing of civic life. The yoke of oppression 
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that lay on their shoulders became more perfect. 
Instead of executing the orders of the higher 
authorities, and serving them as living tools of ex¬ 
ploitation, these officials more and more began to 
live by exploitation themselves. Such a change 
took place in proportion as the higher class of the 
Asiatic bureaucracy transferred their social-organi¬ 
sational functions to the lower, and thus trans¬ 
formed itself from a class of productive members of 
society into a class of parasites like the slave¬ 
owners of Greece and Rome. Furthermore, in 
endeavouring to make the position of their suc¬ 
cessors secure, the bureaucracy created an enor¬ 
mous number of socially useless offices. In such 
P/astern despotisms as China and Persia the mon¬ 
strous power of the administrative apparatus was 
the source of the greater economic and legal 
oppression 

Under such conditions the development of indivi¬ 
duality becomes impossible not only for the slaves. 
The spiritual depre.ssion of the slave lord is not 
much to be distinguished from that of the slave 

Tndividualitv .stood in quite other relations to 
the public whole in vStates of the European type. 

'I'hcre, individuality was not oppressed, the very 
form of the political alliance did not permit that. 
At first the wealthiest, and most prominent slave- 
owning families succeeded, politically and econo¬ 
mically, in subjecting demos—the mass of poorer 
citi7ens, peasants and artisans. The economic de¬ 
pendence of the latter expressed itself in their 
indebtedness to the former, and their political de¬ 
pendence in the insignificant influence they wielded 
in the administration of the State. But when the 
development of exchange relations strengthened the 
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mutual ties among the elements of demos, and a 
newly developed group appeared on the scene—the 
merchants—then demos combined against the 
large landed aristocracy and conducted a stubborn 
struggle against it for political rights and to com¬ 
pel them to make economic concessions. The 
struggle ended in a complete victory for demos, 
which secured complete equality in political rights. 

At no other time m hi.story did civic life flour¬ 
ish so well as in Athens between the sixth and the 
fourth centuries n c. Juridical equality was ab.so- 
lute every one had the right to participate in the 
discussion of, and give his vote in, the decisions 
of State affairs. In fact, this went so far that cer¬ 
tain offices were not filled by election, but by draw¬ 
ing lots. Such was the democratism of the repub¬ 
lics. But this was only one side of the social life 

Behind the few tens of thou.sands of citizens, 
freely developing in an atmosphere of wide civic 
life, there were the many hundreds of thousands of 
unfranchised oppres.sed “human tools.” The es¬ 
sence of the political activity of the freemen was 
the sharing of the spoils created by the labour of 
slaves and taken from them. 

1 'his was the position in ancient Rome during 
the course of .several centuries of democracy—the 
plebeians fought against the upper classes—the 
patricians—for the same economic aims as those of 
demos in Athens. Step by step, with w'onderful 
energy, democracy compelled its strong, organised 
opponents to make concessions on the side of 
equality. But during the whole of this struggle 
not a single voice was raised for the amelioration 
of the lives of the slaves. On this point there was 
no difference between the most covetous demagogue. 
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and the most honourable utopist like the Oracchi, 
whose lives were spent in the most self-sacrificing 
struggle in the “people’s” interest. 

For the slaves there was no possibility for 
development, but all the conditions existed for their 
degeneration. Tn the weak exchange societies of 
the East, the conditions for the development of the 
slave lord were only a little better than that of 
the slave In the societies of the West, on the 
other hand, where exchange was widely developed, 
the freedom of the individual possessed complete 
scope to develop its strength. 

3. lOKOUK.V 

Social consciousness in the epoch of slavery was 
not, of course, homogeneous. It was considerably 
different from each of the opposite elements of 
which the .slave-owning group w’as formed, and 
depended on the position which each held in the 
process of production. 

The conditions of life of the slave were incredibly 
hard. With brands burnt on their bodies, and fre¬ 
quently in heavy chains, from early morning until 
late at night they had to work on the fields or in 
the indu.strial enterprises of their owners. Their 
work proceeded under the strict observation of cruel 
overseers, wdio only thought of keeping in the 
good graces and earning the generosity of their 
master by inhuman conduct towards the slaves. 
After working a whole day the slaves were led at 
night to their barracks, which were frequently un¬ 
derground. 

The slaves were generally looked upon as means 
of production, as cattle. In this respect the vari- 
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ous categories in which means of production were 
divided in that period were .— 

(i) Instrumenta muta—mute, or inanimate in¬ 
struments, such as axes, lathes, etc ; (2) Instru¬ 
menta semivocalia—that is animate instruments, 
but which can only half or imperfectly express their 
feelings, i.e., domestic animals; and (.0 Instru¬ 
menta vocalia—instruments gifted with the power 
of speech, i e., human tools-—slaves 

Thus slaves were reduced to the level of cattle; 
they were simply stock/ ITnder such circum¬ 
stances there could not have been much ideology 
among the slaves ; there can be no doubt that it 
was extremely poor, void, narrow and limited. It 
would be futile to seek here for any elements of 
development. The mentality of the class at best (in 
the case of the educated slaves) was a wc.ik reflec¬ 
tion of the mentality of the slaveowners. 

The slave-owning clas.s was in a different posi¬ 
tion. Here psychological povertv need not neces¬ 
sarily exist. The very function of organising de¬ 
mands a certain mental development, and the ex¬ 
ploitation of the slaves gave the slaveowners the 
opportunity to devote their time not onl_v to various 
pleasures, but also to mental exercise. 

'I'he extensive period of slavery embraces a long 
series of dissimilar social functions. In comparing 
the level of spiritual life in the vxarious stages of 


' Not knowing any other social sy.stein tlie ancients re¬ 
garded slavery as a natund and imm tit able law of Natnn' 
The most intellectual people, and even the geniu.ses of those 
times, were not able to think otheiwise “Nature creates 
some people to be free and others to lie slaves” (Aristotle in 
“Politica”). Plato, one of the most noble minds of aiitiqiiitv, 
when planning a perfect State, could not conceive it, hov\- 
ever, without slaves ! 
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the period, and among the various peoples, it will 
be possible to find all the stages of transition from 
complete barbarism to that high stage of civilisation 
reached by Greece and Rome at their most flour¬ 
ishing period. 

There is no need to dwell at length on the men¬ 
tality of the dominant class in those societies which 
developed amidst weak exchange relations and 
w'hich were limited to the forms of the Eastern 
despotisms. In these, at a certain stage of develop¬ 
ment, the difference between the psychology of the 
slave and slaveowner is hardly to be distinguished. 
The similarity in the oppression which lays on both 
gives rise to the same narrowness, emptiness and 
immobility of thought The diffierencc in degree 
is so insignificant that it is hardly worth attention. 

Slave-ow'iiing society with a considerable develop¬ 
ment of exchange pre<=ents quite a different pic¬ 
ture. Free and widespread exchange ties widen the 
mental horizon of men, give an impetus to know¬ 
ledge and free the mind from the chains in which 
it was bound in the natural self-sufficing groups of 
previous times. The absence of external oppres¬ 
sion on the one hand, and the comparatively small 
power of nature over man on the other, created a 
favourable soil for the development of thought and 
for the more intensive development of knowledge. 

The classical world, for the period of its exist¬ 
ence, undoubtedly succeeded in highly developing 
knowledge. But w-as this progress in the direction 
favourable for the development of technique and 
economics ^ Was the knowledge acquired useful 
in the direct struggle with nature, in the endeav¬ 
our to seize power over her? 
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Here it is necessary to distinguish two stages 
in the life of the classical world. As long as the 
large slave-owner remained the organiser of produc¬ 
tion in his group, and side by side with him the 
free peasant and artisan were preserved, social 
thought tended in the direction of acquiring prac¬ 
tical knowledge. It is true that this was in the 
earlier period of slave-owning culture, when the 
forces of developing knowledge were still insig¬ 
nificant and when the con.scrvatism of feudal life 
still hung to a considerable degree over the mind 
Then the progress of practical knowledge could only 
have been very slow. 

But in compari.son with previous epochs the 
progress was extremely rapid During the course 
of a few centuries many technical improvements 
were made and inventions discovered In the latter 
centuries of the history of the world of antiquity 
there was accumulated a large stock of scientific 
practical knowledge, and in some spheres of pro¬ 
duction things were most expediently managed 
and based on a comparatively deep knowledge of 
the laws of phenomena. 

This applies finst of all to the mass of practical 
knowdedge in the sphere of construction and engin¬ 
eering, in shipbuilding, in the working of metals, 
and weaving, which reached a higli degree of per¬ 
fection. Oversea and overland trade assisted the 
development of geography and an astronomy so 
necessary for keeping correct bearings at sea, and 
called forth the studv’ of atmospheric phenomena, 
which is of tremendous importance in navigation. 
Particularly important successes were achieved 111 
the sphere of elementary" geometry; this was so 
highly developed that subsequent epochs had htflc 
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to add to what had already been achieved under the 
pressure of the everyday experience of the classic 
world. Furthermore, one must note the enormous 
progress in agricultural technique expressed in the 
rotation of crops, selection of crop.s, and improved 
instruments It is true that much of the knowledge 
was acquii'ed independently. \ great part of it 
was acquired from the great nations of the East 
(Egyptians, PhoMiieians and Babylonians) But if 
we take into consideiation the existence of authori¬ 
tarian religion and ideology, still strong at that 
time, and which were hostile, as is known, to all in¬ 
novations, we must come to the conclusion that the 
acquirement of this knowledge was equal to inde¬ 
pendent invention 

In the following stage the actual functions of the 
large slaveowner in production rapidly diminish 
and the work of organisation is iransferred to a 
certain .section of the slaves. At the same time 
the progress of events destroys 'die peasant and 
artisan class and converts them into a parasitic 
proletariat (in what manner will be shown later). 
Then the direction of the mental life of the domi¬ 
nant class natiirallv alters It i.solatcs itself from 
the struggle against N'atiire, from the sphere of 
production, and passes to a “higher sphere ” As 
the .social function of the doiiiiiiant class tends more 
and more to consumption, .so their thinking tends 
more and more towards refined self-indulgence. 

All interest disappears in technical science 
which directlv serves productive labour, i c , the 
occiijiation of slaves and not that of lords The 
progress of the natural sciences is held up at the 
very beginning, because the observation and ex¬ 
periment of every-day phenomena are not con- 
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.sidercd occupations worthy of a lord. Of the 
social sciences there is nothiiit^ to be said ; just the 
very be^innnif^ of it appears in the form of the 
superficial history of the heroes and wars, but the 
study of material and economic culture is com¬ 
pletely absent, for the reason that social science 
deals with unimportant and contemptible affairs— 
production 

In tlic second staj^e of development of slave¬ 
owning sfK'iety, the ancients with particular 
eagerness occupied themselves with the most ab¬ 
stract of the natural sciences, mathematics and 
logic. Of the more concrete .sciences which were 
respected was astronomy, which was regarded as 
a sublime, lofty subject To apply such sciences 
to the practical purpose of life was regarded as a 
degradation In the opinion of Plato the applica¬ 
tion of geometry to the solution of some mechanical 
problem would be an insult to the dignity of geo¬ 
metry 

In hardly any other period has philosophy en¬ 
gaged the attention of men to such an extent as 
it did that of the ancient world, particularly of 
Greece. Greek philosophy was the most brilliant 
product of ancient civilisation But even here the 
dominant features are the isolation of philosophy 
from everv-dav life, an insufficient striving to lay 
down the studi of actualities as its basis, and its 
prevailingly speculative character. 

In general, in the later period of the ancient 
world the wealth of knowledge was almost useless 
for technical progress^ and consequently for econo¬ 
mic development. 

The development of the fine arts was another 
characteristic product of the spiritual life of the 
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ancient world, a product also almost useless for* 
economic progress, although highly valuable for 
the upper classes for the enjoyment of life. 

Ideological creativeness therefore was isolated 
from life and soared in lofty spheres far from 
contemptible labour. The only sphere in which it 
for a long time preserved its connection with pro¬ 
duction was in the sphere of law. The upper 
classes of the classical world, as we have seen, 
were to a considerable degree in the sphere of ex¬ 
change relations, the normal development of which 
demands strictly definite organisational rules— 
legal standards. And so Rome created its famous 
s^'stem known as “Roman Law',” which subse¬ 
quently rendered good service to bourgeois society, 
whicli, like the society of antiquity, was based on 
private property. It must be admitted, however, 
that even in the spliere of law ancient society in 
the period of its decline was engaged mainly in 
summarising and formulating what had been done 
in its most flourishing period. 

The separation of ideology from production was 
one of the causes that hastened the collapse of 
ancient society. 

4. Tub Cai’SBS and Procbss oi- thk Dbci.ink of 
S i.WR-OwNiNf; Society 

For the development of every society it is neces¬ 
sary to have a surplus store of energy, which 
might be used for extending production, for im¬ 
proving technique, and generally for increasing 
the productivity of social labour. Those societies 
which do not possess such a surplus of energy, and 
which employ it unproductively are doomed to a 
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slow but sure destruction. Among the societies 
of this type were the Ra.stcrn despotisms composed 
of two opposing elements—the centralised bureau- 
cracy and the lower masses wholly subjected to it. 
These lower classes—not only the innumerable 
slaves of the Eastern despots, but also the rem¬ 
nants of the independent or feudally dependent 
small producers—lived under incredibly hard con¬ 
ditions. Oppressed by unbearable labour, they 
were kept in continual poverty by the unlimited 
demands of the rulers, and even if any spare time 
remained to the lower classes above that which was 
necessary to maintain the extremely low standard 
of life it was used to satisfy the whims of the 
satraps and despots. The rulers stood far away 
from productive labour, and their social function 
was to invent methods of exploitation. Immersed 
in idleness and wallowing in the fabulous deprav¬ 
ity and luxury of the East they became pure 
parasites. 

All this led to the Ea.stern despotisms beginning 
to undergo a process of slow degeneration, which 
was usually completed b3'^ the intervention of a 
more virile external force 

The structure and life of slave-owning society of 
the world of antiquity was considerably more com¬ 
plex and varied, and corresponding with that the 
process of its economic and general decline was 
more complex. 

Technical progress—the basis of all development 
of society—began to slow down considerably from 
the moment the slave-owning class abandoned its 
organising functions in production. In fact this 
was the only class whom the conditions of life 
gave an opportunity to develop. As it became con- 
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verted into a socially parasitic class, so its develop¬ 
ment began to change; it proceeded now along 
parasitic consuming lines and not upon productive 
lines. The slaves, owing to the condition of their 
lives, could not develop the forces of society in the 
struggle with nature. 

But this is not all. These slaves deteriorated, 
they became degraded mentally and physically. 
A man reduced to a tool of production rapidly 
loses his vital energies. Ruthless exploitation 
shortens his life and leads to the rapid degenera¬ 
tion and destruction of his descendants. With the 
continued and sy.steniatic trading in slaves, it was 
more advantageous to demand the greatest possible 
exertion of the .slaves without bothering about 
completely re.storing their exhausted strength by 
rest, food or the general satisfaction of their needs. 
It is true that the human tools soon became worn 
out, but the gains squeezed out of them were suf¬ 
ficient and more to purchase others. 

As a consequence the slaves neces.sarily died 
out, their number decreased, the death rate among 
them exceeded the rate of increa.se During the 
course of many centuries the death rate among the 
slaves was made good by the flow of fresh prisoners 
of war secured in the wars wdth the barbarian 
neighbours of the cultured .slave-owning societies. 
As long as this .source of slaves lasted, slave¬ 
owning society did not deteriorate. It maintained 
itself at one level. Production did not decrease in 
extent because there was a sufficiency of labour 
power. 

Such a state of affairs could not last for ever. 
A time arrived when suceess in the war with the 
barbarians rapidly deelined, the acquisition of 
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slaves in sufficient quantities became very difficult, 
and finally impossible. Victories over the bar¬ 
barians were replaced by a series of defeats ; the 
wars from offensive became defensive The source 
of labour had disappeared. What were the causes 
of sucli a chani^c in the fortunes of war 

The reason lies in the rapid decline in the mili¬ 
tary strength of slave-owning societies. 

War— the production of slaves—was the only 
sphere of production which could not under any 
circumstances be transferred to the slaves, and for 
that reason it remained the occupation of freemen. 
The armies could only be composed of freemen, 
and for that reason the decline of the freemen class 
meant the decline of the army, the decline of the 
production of slaves At the same time the in¬ 
herent economic contradictions of the ancient world 
broke the power of the free class. 

The class of freemen was composed first of all 
of typical large slaveowners, who were in the 
minority, and, secondly, of small property owners 
whose enterprises frequently were of a family 
character, i.c., were managed without slaves, and 
maintained principally by the personal labours of 
the owner and the members of the family. The 
majority of such enterprises were agricultural and 
the rest artisan. 

Thus the principal part of the military strength 
of the ancient world was composed of small-owning 
agriculturists, in other words, the peasantry. 
Rome, uniting under its power the wdiole of the 
ancient w'orld, in the period when its aggressive 
policy was developing represented a peasant State. 
As long as a strong numerous free peasantry was 
preserved, as long as the classical world could 
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maintain its high military technique, it was not 
difficult to secure victories over the barbarian 
races—brave, compact, but unacquainted with the 
art of war. 

The peasantry bore the whole of the burdens of 
war, not only in the sense that they had to shed 
their blood, but also in that they had to bear al¬ 
most the whole of the taxation and expenditure 
entailed by these wars. The upper clas.s—the 
large slaveowners—were able to avoid these bur¬ 
dens because, together with their wealth, the}^ 
possessed political power. The peasants shared in 
the gains of the wars only to an in.signihcant de¬ 
gree, the largest share going to the rich slave¬ 
owners because they occupied the most important 
and influential posts in the army and controlled 
the distribution of the booty (chiefly slaves and 
land), and made them.selves rulers of the conquered 
provinces, etc. 

The ruination of the peasantry was hastened also 
by the growth of large-scale agriculture. Rmploy- 
ing many hundreds of .slaves in agriculture, the 
large landowners of Sicily and southern Italy sup¬ 
plied the market with huge quantities of cheap 
corn. hVequently the conquered peoples sent 
enormous quantities of corn to Rome gratis in the 
form of tribute. For the majority of small agri¬ 
culturists the production of corn for the market 
became positively unprofltable. 

War and the competition of slave-owning lati- 
fuiidia ruined the pea.sants and compelled the latter 
to throw themselves into the arms of the usurers. 
Usury was an extremely profitable business, and 
besides, it did not require any expenditure of 
labour. It was quite natural therefore that many 
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slaveowners, hroujrlit np in idleness, readily took 
to usury, 'i'lie interest which had to be paid on 
loans was incredibly high In the flourishing 
period of Athens i8 per cent, per annum was 
quite a usual figure. In Rome such persons as 
Pompey, Sulla, Antony, and even such idealist 
patriots as Brutus and Cassius did not hestitate 
to lend money at the enormous interest of from 
48 per cent, to 70 per cent per annum The 
slave-owning creditors possessed a powerful ap¬ 
paratus to compel their debtors to pay the interest 
imposed. This aiiparatiis was the State—the organ 
of the class domination of the slaveowners. The 
State applied the severest measures to defaulting 
debtors, including .selling them into .slavery and 
even putting them to death. P'alling into the 
hands of such creditors the peasants were com¬ 
pletely ruined. 

Thus everything combined against the small 
peasant the burdens and heavy taxation and con¬ 
stant war, the power of usurers’ capital, and the 
force of competition of large slave-owning agricul¬ 
ture with its higher technique The ruination of 
the peasantry proceeded rapidly The .small far¬ 
mer lost his land for debts, and frequently volun¬ 
tarily abandoned it owing to the impossibility of 
making it pay 

His holding pas.sed into the possession of the 
large landowner. Thus the ownership of the land 
became concentrated in the hands of the rich. Al¬ 
ready about the first century B.c. the whole of 
Italy represented a few enormous estates— 
latifundia. 

Side by side with the ruination of the peasantry 
proceeded the ru,ination of the artisans. It is trqij 
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that the competition of the large slave-owned en¬ 
terprises was not so destructive to the artisans as 
large-scale farming was to the peasants, because 
the technique of slave production in industry was 
not higher than that of the artisan, and the pro¬ 
ductivity of labour depended upon the individual 
art and skill of the artisans But the slave system 
undermined the position of the artisans by destroy¬ 
ing their greatest support—small peasant fanning. 
The fact is that the chief customers of the arti¬ 
sans were the peasants. Until the peasants were 
caught in the net of usurers’ capital, until com¬ 
petition and war reduced their standard of life 
to a physiological inininnim, they formed a wide 
market for the products of the artisans. But 
with the economic decline of tiie peasantry began 
the degeneration of the artisans which added to the 
general picture of the degeneration of the world 
of antiquity. 

Small property owners became more and more 
converted into “ proletarians,” i.c., freemen de¬ 
prived of the means of production. In the rural 
districts w'here the rich dominated, and wheie 
production was converted by slave labour, the pro¬ 
letarians had nothing to do , they fled to the towns 
to seek the means of life. Hundreds of thousands 
of such homeless people accumulated in the towns, 
but even there found no productive occupation. 

The State had to maintain them, and political 
parties used them in their struggles against each 
other. Tlie main source of existence of the prole¬ 
tarians was charity given by the rich. State aid, 
and selling their votes to political parties. This 
applies particularly to the proletarians who lived 
in Rome. They always served the side that paid 
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most. They were the real “proletarian parasites’’ 
acting as the servitors and fawners upon the domi¬ 
nant political power and individual economical!}' 
powerful persons. To these were added freed 
slaves who for some special service to their mas¬ 
ters or for a ransom had been released 'I'his 
lower element of the proletariat hastened its moral 
degeneration by uniting to all the existing vices 
of free people the baseness of slave psychology. 

Thus the pea.sants and arti.sans were ruined; 
they lost their previous social functions and be¬ 
came demorali.sed. d'hey were transformed into 
proletarian parasites. At the same time the mili¬ 
tary power of slave-owning society began to wane. 
The para.'-itic proletariat were incapable of taking 
the place of the energetic and courageous peas¬ 
ants in the army ; a parasite cannot bear the heavy 
labour and the stern di.sciplinc of war; he never 
v'ishes to leave the town where he can secure the 
means of life without working. In this connection 
the proletarian was very much like his opposite— 
the effeminate large slave-owner. 

And the barbarians, strong in the compactness 
of tribal ties free and proud, indefatigably con¬ 
tinued theic struggle against Ihe slave-owning 
world, against its military organisation—the 
Roman army. And this at one time indomitable 
bulwark of ancient culture began gradually to give 
way before the pressure of wave after w'ave of 
barbarians. From offensive the wars of the Roman 
Empire became defensive and defeat was substi¬ 
tuted for victory. The military production of 
slave labour power diminished, and at the same 
time the very basis of ancient culture was being 
undermined. 
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A general decline in production began as a con¬ 
sequence of the insufficiency of labour power, and 
the first to suffer was agriculture. At first there 
was observed in the latifundia a transition from 
agriculture to cattle-breeding, which latter requires 
fewer labourers. Things did not rest there; the 
villages became deserted and the pastures which 
took the place of the former fields in their turn be¬ 
came a waste. I'he decline of agriculture in it¬ 
self undermined other splieres of industry for whicli 
the country served paitly as a source of raw 
materials and food and partly as a market. But 
apart from that the same shortage of fresh slaves 
that led to the collap.se of agriculture also led to 
the decline of manufacturing indu.stry, vStep by 
step the ancient world ap])roached towards com¬ 
plete collap.se. But it .still .struggled for its life 
and culture and strove to adapt itself to changing 
conditions. 

The Roman Empire endeavoared to make good 
the shortage of labour power in the main branches 
of production, war and agriculture, by free bar¬ 
barians. 

The composition of the Roman legions changed ; 
they were recruited more and more from among 
Hauls and Teutons, and in the course of time 
whole detachments of barbarian mercenaries vvere 
hired to guard the frontiers. Thanks to this Rome 
could for some time longer resist the barbarians 
with the aid of barbarians, but the Roman army 
ceased to be Roman in composition, and even the 
Roman captains were squeezed out gradually by 
Teuton cliiefs and Teuton detachments. When in 
the year 476 the barbarian Odoacer overthrew lire 
Roman Ivmperor Romulus Augustula, it was but 
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the outward expression of the already completed 
conversion of the Roman army into the Teutonic. 

The same thing took place in agriculture. The 
government of the Empire endeavoured to attract 
settlers to the deserted land and granted them 
holdings on favourable conditions in return for 
certain dues and taxes Private landowners acted 
in the same way and leased their land to those who 
desired to take it in return for certain dues. Thus 
arose the free colonists—the class of small farmers 
who conducted their independent farms on State 
or private land for the payment of certain dues. 
'I'he greater part of the free colonics in the Roman 
Empire were compo.sed of barbarians, from whom, 
consequently there developed the germs of a new 
peasantry. 

Side by side with the free colonies, the decline 
of large-scale agriculture gave rise to colonies that 
were not free. In many cases slaves became lease¬ 
holders of land. When the conditions of the corn 
market became considerably worse, the previous 
mass production in the latifundia could not con¬ 
tinue even where there was not a shortage of 
slaves. Cultivation on a small .scale by tenant 
farmers was more advantageous because the latter 
undertook all the care and payment of dues. '^I'hus 
it became more advantageous for the master to 
allow the slave independently to conduct a farm in 
return for the payment of due.s than to exploit 
him directly. Furthermore, the comparative free¬ 
dom of labotir raised its intensity and productivity 
in compari.son with the usual slave labour, which 
permitted the possibility of increased exploitation. 

And so the causes of the degradation of ancient 
culture lie in the fact that the basis of this culture 
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consisted in the military exploitation of barbarous 
races which represented, as it were, the rew 
material for the production of human tools—the 
slaves. The consecutive stages of the process may 
be outlined in the following manner; degradation 
of slaves by excessive exploitation; the degrada¬ 
tion of freemen by converting them into parasiti¬ 
cal elements of .society; the decline of military 
power and military production ; the decline of pro¬ 
duction in general as a consequence of the shortage 
of labour power; the installation of barbarian ele 
ments into the decaying .society; and the final 
victory of the.se elements over its remains 

5. Set<pdo:m 

As has been stated, the second line of develop¬ 
ment led from feudal society to the .system of serf 
relation.s. That happened where the military ex¬ 
ploitation of backward races did not play a great 
part and did not leave a deep impression on the 
process of historical development in western 
Europe of the Middle Ages, in Russia, and in 
Japan. The basis of the change was the complete 
development of exchange which created firm and 
permanent economic ties over an extensive terri¬ 
tory of the feudal world. The market expanded, 
the variety of the goods that appeared upon it 
increased, the .social division of labour became 
greater, and the money form became predominant 
Upon this basis the relation.s of the feudal lord to 
the subject population, and particularly the degree 
and character of exploitation, altered. 

In the period of natural self-sufficing economy 
the greed for acquisition had its limits in the con- 
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stant consumption of the feudal lord. With un¬ 
developed exchange the mo.st powerful feudal lord 
cannot extend his consumption beyond that which 
his own estates are capable of producing. There 
would be no .sense in his increasing the dues of his 
peasants to 100,000 bushels of corn, say, becau.se 
his household would be incapable of eating it all 
and the corn would lay in his barns and rot. 
Things are altogether different under a system of 
wide social division of labour, under a money sys¬ 
tem. Consumption, then, can develop without 
land, as it were, if only there is money enough. 
Money can do everything; but a given sum of 
money cannot secure everything, but only a limited 
quantity of things This function of money gives 
birth in men to a desire to increase money wealth 
to an unlimited degree This desire seized hold 
of the feudal lords more and more in proportion as 
they passed over to the exchange system. 

(The development of such a desire was facili¬ 
tated Ev the further fact that money can be saved 
and accumulated, which cannot be done with means 
of production.) 

Thanks to this desire there arises for the feudal 
lord a powerful motive for intensifying exploita¬ 
tion, for increasing the feudal dues and feudal 
labour. The dependent position of the peasants 
deprived them of all possibility of putting up any 
resistance to this, {gradually the feudal dues and 
labour grew to the extreme. The feudal lord, who 
formerly was the solicitous patriarchal ruler over 
the peasants, began more and more to regard them 
exclusively as sources of income. 

The most typical example of this developmnet 
is the exploita^on by the Rumanian boyars in the 



1^2 


A SHORT COURSE OF 


first half of the last century. The possibility of 
the wide sale of corn led to the ruthless exploita¬ 
tion of the labour power of the peasants. 'I'liis 
was foriinilatcd in a collection of laws known as 
the “code of feudal labour.” In addition to a num¬ 
ber of compulsory payments in kind, the code above 
all laid down that the peasants were obliged to 
render twelve days’ work per year. But a day’s 
work was not calculated according to the customaj-y 
understanding of that term, but according to the 
length of time necessary to execute the “daily 
task.” The code frankly stated that twelve labour 
days must be taken to mean thirty-six days of 
hand labour. In addition to this the pea.santb had 
to add another twenty days for carting wood and 
other work. Thus the pea.saiit had to render iifty- 
,six days of feudal .service in the year. If holi¬ 
days and the time when it is not iiossible to carry 
on agricultural work be taken into account, it will 
be seen that the peasant had to devote two-fifths 
of his labour tunc to the feudal lord. It should 
be observed, however, that the figures quoted do 
not give an exact representation of labour service 
rendered by the peasants for the Rumanian boyars, 
for the interpretation of the “law” and the deter¬ 
mination of the daily task was, of course, not left 
to the peasant. One Moldavian boyar frankly 
stated that according to the feudal code “tw^elve 
feudal service days comprise 365 days in the 
year.” 

In Russia in the eighteenth and the first half 
of the nineteenth centuries three days’ labour ser¬ 
vice per week was regarded as being moderate. 
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With tlie development of exchange reJations, the 
extension of his own cultivation became one of the 
main strivings of the feudal landowner. With 
this aim in view he gradually cut down the area 
of the peasant land and curtailed the common lands 
and forests which formerly the peasants used 
jointly with himself. When this proved insuffi¬ 
cient he siinjily deprived the peasants of part of 
their allotments and added them to liis own private 
estates, 111 this way intensifying the development 
of land shortage in peasant culture and at the 
same time increasing the labour service for the 
cultivation of his enlarged estates. 

Meanwhile, as e.xploitation increased and became 
more intense, the socially useful functions of the 
feudal lord declined. The deepening of economic 
ties based on the development of exchange caused 
the strengthening of political ties. The more 
powerful feudal tenants subdued the smaller ones, 
put an end to their innumerable wars of plunder, 
deprived them of the rights of independent “rulers” 
of their domains, and subjected them to their own 
courts and laws. A central Stale was thus created 
which undertook the defence of the country from 
foreign foes and the protection of public safety. 
It gradually formed a national army composed of 
the troops of the former small feudal lords and 
their peasants, supplemented by mercenaries. In 
this way the independence of the feudal lords was 
finally brought to an end ; after a long struggle 
they were compelled to submit, and from petty 
rulers they were converted into simple landowners. 

With this the feudal lords lost their functions 
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as organisers of the military defence of the peas¬ 
ants—their main and fundamental economic func¬ 
tion At the same time the character of their other 
social functions changed also The seignorial 
mills, bakeries, etc., which formerly were means 
for assisting peasant agriculture, now became 
means for exploiting it Formerly, the feudal 
lord established these undertakings for his depen¬ 
dent peasants simply because they were not in a 
position to establish them themselves; he estab¬ 
lished them in their interests and not only for hi.s 
advantage Now, however, he converted them into 
his monopoly and demanded a high price for their 
use ; he converted them into an important and se¬ 
cure source of income for him.self without bother¬ 
ing in the least about the convenience of the rest 
of the population. If, as frequently happened, a 
feudal lord did not have a mill of his own, he 
charged the peasants for the right to take their corn 
to be ground at the mill on another estate, on the 
ground that the grinding of corn at another’s mill 
was a violation of his .seignorial rights. 

Oppressed by an unbearable ^-oke, the peasants 
more and more frequently fled from the land. The 
feudal lord then found it necessary to bind them to 
the land, and this he was able to do by means of 
his political power, by hi.s influence on the legis¬ 
lature. From .semi-freemen, as some of the peas¬ 
ants had been up till now, they were converted into 
serfs. 

The subjection of the pca.sants lo .serfdom took 
place graduallv. It usually began with those wdio 
had fallen into debt to the feudal lord. P'ormerly 
the feudal lord assi.sted the peasants in bad years 
and in periods of natural calamities by loans of 
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seeds, stock, or cattle. Of course these loans were 
not granted gratis, but with the moderate exploi¬ 
tation that existed at that time they did not lead 
to tlic ruin of the peasants, ^\h‘th the intensifi¬ 
cation of exploitation, the necessity for resorting 
to borrowing became more frequent. At the 
same time lending began to acquire a severely usu¬ 
rious character and it became more and more 
difficult to repay the debts This indebtedness in¬ 
creased year by year and hung like millstones 
round the necks of the peasants Debtors were pro¬ 
hibited from leavino their allotments Later, the 
right to leave was withdrawn even after repayment, 
and subsequently the prohibition was applied, first 
in actual practice and later by the legislature, to 
all peasants 

Thus the force of exchange relations caused a 
transition from the feudal system to the system 
of serfdom Tn these new conditions tlie charac¬ 
ter and functions of the peasant commune changed 
also. Tn order to exploit it the better the land- 
owmer gradually diminished its independence; in 
the place of the elected communal elders and courts 
he appointed one of his proteges, and all decisions 
adopted bv the general meeting of the commune had 
to be confirmed bv him or his representative Tn 
general the landowmers preserved the communal 
form, in so far, of course, as it did not run counter 
to their interests Tn the period of extreme op¬ 
pression of the peasantry, the communal forms be¬ 
came quite advantageous for the landowner, so 
that he not only carefully preserved them, but 
even artificially created them where they did not 
exist. TTe imposed collective responsibility upon 
the pcasants,‘M.c., the wdiole commune (in Russia 
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the “Mir”) was responsible for the carrying out 
of the various obligations of each individual peas¬ 
ant. In this manner the communes had to assist 
every farm that was deteriorating, for. the ruin 
of the one would increase the burder^; of the otliers, 
and for the same reason the commune itself would 
strive to hinder any peasant from leaving the place. 
In a word, although the form of the new serf com¬ 
mune recalls the former feudal commune, its role 
was essentially different. The former tended to¬ 
wards the equality of each individual pea.sant home- 
•stead in well-being, the latter tow'ards equality in 
the distribution of the burdens of oppression. 

The forces of development of the serf system were 
extremely limited. 

Severing direct connection with the process of 
production, the landowner w'as gradually converted, 
from being a participant and organiser, into a para¬ 
site living exclusively upon the labour of the peas¬ 
ants. The unpaid labour of the serfs, from among 
whom he appointed his stew'ard, gave him the possi¬ 
bility of throwing off all care for the development 
of the technique of agriculture. He strove, not for 
the improvement of the methods and organisation 
of farming, but for devising means for s(|uee/ing 
out surplus labour and surplus products from the 
peasants. The proiects of the former Russian 
agronomists, thoroughly imbued with the ideo¬ 
logy of the landowners, are extremely characteristic 
of this. They troubled, not about perfecting the 
methods of cultivating the soil or economising 
labour, but for the di.scipline and the exjdoitation 
of the muscirlar power of the peasants. The serf 
.system was thus converted into a senseless waste 
of labour power. For example, the landowners 
of Riazan .sent corn to Moscow by road, whereas 
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transport by the rivers Oka and Moskva undoubt¬ 
edly required much less expenditure of labour. 
The merchants, taking this into consideration, of 
course used these waterways for transporting their 
goods to IVIoseow, but not so the landowners. To 
send their torn by the river Oka they would have 
to buy barges and hire bargees, whereas their serfs 
would transport the corn gratis upon their own 
horses and waggons. 

Neither could the peasants improve the technique 
of their farms Working under the whip, and 
knowing beforehand that any increase in the jiro- 
ductivity of their labour w^ould be taken by the 
landlord, they had no incentive to increase it. I'ur- 
therniore, the jicasants had neither the means nor 
the strength to improve their tecliTinjiie. 'I'he j;r(j- 
ducts that remained to them were barely .sufficient 
for a senii-starvation existence. In reducing the 
neces.sary labour time of the iieasants, the land- 
owmer com]x;lled them to work at night, to give 
up their holiday rest-da>s, and finally to put their 
children to the lie;i\y exhausting work, and 111 .spite 
of all this tliev could not jiroduce .sufficient to feed 
their families 1'nderfeeding became pernianent and 
led to the inevitable result, the degeneration of the 
peasants. In Russia, for instance, the peasant 
population duiing the twenty wars jirior to the 
reform of 1S61 was quite .stationary. 

Where the dominant class degenerates as a con¬ 
sequence of parasitism, and the subject labour class 
degenerates from exhaustion resulting from ex- 
trcnie exploitation, there can be no development to 
higher forms the serf .sy'^tem of itself wi'nild lead 
to stagnation and then to decline, 'file only forces 
that could drive it forward arc those operating 
upon it from without. This is what happened in 
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mediaeval Europe. The mediaeval agricultural 
world collapsed because side by side with it there 
arose another world, the towns, whose economic 
ties transformed the former, and became distin¬ 
guished from it by its higlicr progressive conditions 
and telations. 
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THE 'rOW’N HANDICRAFT vSVvSTEM 
I TmIC DK\ I'l.Ol’MI NT or TKCHN'IQT'K 

W E have seen that the decay of the self- 
sufficiii}' system of feudal society and the 
rise of new serf relations in tlie village 
were closely connected with the development of 
exchange. Exchange became wider in extent as the 
medireval /oxens individuah.sed thcmselve.s from 
the rest of the feudal world and gave rise to new 
economic conditions. 

'J'hi.s individualisation, apart from the towns 
which the medneval world inherited from the world 
dominion of the Romans, proceeded vcr\- slow!}'. In 
most cases the embryo of the towns was a trading 
village. Villages favourably’ situated from the 
standpoint of ways of communication, near the 
junction of navigable rivers, the outlets of moun¬ 
tain passes, the crossing of main roads, or the 
fordings of rivers, became the centres of exchange, 
the place.s where periodical fairs were held. The 
wealth which, as a consequence, was concentrated 
ill them rou.sed the greed of their neighbours, and 
it was necessary to build walls (tlic distinctive 
feature of the inediieval town) to defend it from 
frequent attacks. Owing to the ease with which 
things could be .sold, handicraft developed in the 
new tow'iis. 'I'lie dependent artisan of the feudal 
groujo strove to get into the towns in order to be 
nearer the market. The feudal relations in this 
connection did not embarass the artisan, for he 
could live in the town and still carry out his labour 
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obligation to tlic feudal lord. At first the artisans 
still conducted their farms in addition to their craft; 
the early mediaeval town u'as surrounded by fields 
and pastures, and town life was not much to be 
distinguished fi'oin that of the village, but as handi¬ 
craft becomes more and more profitable for the 
city dwellers so agriculture becomes of less import¬ 
ance. The specialisation of the city artisans 
developed their crafts to such a degree that there 
could be no comparison with those carried on by 
the village craftsmen. Subsequently the feudal 
lords preferred to purcha.se their manufactures from 
the city arti.sans. 'I'lieir peasants then had no 
longer to provide these goods, but to provide the 
means with which to procure them. This is how 
the indiviflualisation of the tow'ii from the village 
took jihue. The slowness w'lth which this took 
place can be judged b\ the fact that, according to 
the Duke of Havana of that day, the citi/ens of 
the town of .Munich in i5cSg could not have existed 
without ploughing and pasturage. 

At the jieriod of the rise of the towns the extent 
of iiroduction imreased inaiiv times. In the fir.st 
place, labour became more productive, and, 
secondly, the quantity of social labour increased, for 
society had become more extensive. With the in¬ 
creasing variety of social products the sphere of 
production engaged in the irau'^porlatiou of pro¬ 
ducts began rapidly to develop An increasing 
quantity of goods was required in places where 
they were not produced A special .social class 
arose which was engaged particularly in transiiort- 
ing products and distributing them among con- 
.sumers—the merchant class. The technique of 
transporting products and communications gener¬ 
ally improved, roads were laid, bridges built across 
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rivcr.s, larger and t>lronger ships were built cap¬ 
able of performing long voyages, and armed forces 
were jdaced along roads and at storing centres for 
the protection of goods under conveyance. 

As for indnstrial technKjue, that improved dur¬ 
ing this period by the numerous specialisations of 
technical methods. This was due to the fact that 
handicraft migrating from the village into the town 
in the course of time, under the influence of expand¬ 
ing demand, split up into an increasing number 
of sub-divisions. In the first stages of the develoji- 
ment of the towns an artisan would be engaged at 
the same time in the several liranches of his in¬ 
dustry. In England, for instance, a smith would 
at the same time do joiner’s work, a shoemaker 
would also do tanning. Subsequently handicraft 
split up into a number of special crafts; tanning 
became specialised from shoemaking; instead of 
the clothier we had the spinner, weaver, fuller and 
d3'er; the smith’s craft became divided into the 
cutler’s and locksmith’s and nailmaker’s and 
armourer’s crafts, and the latter split up into the 
manufacture of shields, of swords and of helmets. 
vSuch a wide specialisation caused the adaptation 
of the previoiisiv unnersal instruments to definite 
and special operations, which, of course, facilitated 
the growth of the productivity of labour. Hand 
tools, how’ever, remained predominant and this 
placed a certain limit to the increase of the pro¬ 
ductivity of labour The .strength and speed of the 
inoveincnt of the human hands, even allowing for 
the greatest skill of the workmen, cannot exceed a 
certain physiological limit. 

In general the progress made was enormous 
With the growth of the extent and varietv of social 
production, with the development of the transport 
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iruluhtry, with the improvement of the technique of 
communication betweeii men, the power of nature 
over the soenil man weakened more and more. ^I'he 
material environment, the social life of man, ceased 
to depend wholly upon the natural conditions of 
the particular place. If the natural resourcc.s of one 
country were not .sufficient to conquer nature, the.se 
means could be jirocured through other people from 
another country. Every new conquest in the 
struggle against nature spread much more rapidly 
than previouslv This broke the domination of 
elemental forces and the economic ties of the mutual 
relations between men extended I'lic crude power 
of nature gave way before expanding, although not 
closely compact, .social union. 

2. Thu DuvKi.onMUN'T oi Towns 

To the extent that the material forces of the tow'ii 
population increa.scd the actual dependence of the 
town upon the seignior, upon who.se land it was situ¬ 
ated, grew less Sometimes by means of payments 
and .sometimes bj’ direct fighting the townsfolk ac¬ 
quired increasing independence in the internal 
affairs of the town. The conflicts between the 
feudal lords weakened their pow-er, and thus fre¬ 
quently created favourable opportunities for the 
town dwellers to .settle their affairs with their feu¬ 
dal lord. Relying on their military power and 
strong walls, the town in many ca.ses played a de¬ 
cisive role III this struggle by supporting one or 
another feudal lord. The towm did not give its 
a.ssistance for nothing, but 111 return for some new 
right or privilege. During the Crusades, when 
large numbers of feudal lords fell into financial 
embarrassment, many towns w'ere able to purchase 
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tlicir iiidependciK't and land from the sei^,niior and 
free themselves from feudal dues and ohllX^ations 
and the interference of the seignior with the inter¬ 
nal affairs of the city. 

The struggle of the towns against the feudal lords 
who strove to maintain their {lower over them con¬ 
tinued throughout the whole of the .second half of 
the Middle Ages. 'I'hc group first to take the lead 
in this struggle were the city merchants whose 
occupation developed in them great energ_\', ]mg- 
nacity and organising ability (Irouping around 
the oldest, richest and nio.st powerful merchant 
families, the richer merchants organised into the 
so-called giidds These guilds in form had the 
usual religious character, but in reality had for 
their purpose the joint defence of common econo¬ 
mic interests. Under the banner of the guilds the 
town long continued the struggle for independence. 
The structure of the guild and the relations between 
the rich families at the head and the remaining 
members of the organisation strongly recalled the 
relations of the .seignior and his \assals. 

In the cour.se of time, the further dcxelopment of 
handicraft and the growing strength of the arti¬ 
san class led to another grouping of the town popu¬ 
lation—the formation of the rra/t guilds. 

Essentially the guild organisation represents a 
relic of the patriarchal relations, that communal 
guardianshi]) over the individual and individual 
enterprises which existed in agricultural communes 
of the feudal period. What forces could have 
caused the.se relics of former relations to assert 
themselves and develop among new social for¬ 
mations ^ 

Tn small handicraft production mutual aid and 
support among producers is essential in order to 
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make their position firm and secure. Without such 
aid, tlic small producer, as a consequcTice of his 
economic weakness, always stood in daiij^er of los¬ 
ing his all at the first misfortune, .such as a tem¬ 
porary fall of pricc.s, the breaking of some tool, a 
tire or theft. 

The position of the handicraftsmen becomes par¬ 
ticularly .shaky when there i.s free competition be¬ 
tween them. Competition w'ould mean ruin for 
the weakest, and these are the majority. It was, 
therefore, necessary for those working in a parti¬ 
cular craft to unite in order to abolish competition. 

In all probability the origins of the guild organi¬ 
sation must be sought in the communal relations 
of the feudal argicultiiral world Historical traces 
of the rise of the guilds may be found between 
the eleventh and thirteenth centuries Sometimes 
guilds arose in the form of temporary combinations 
between the craftsmen of a given town working at 
a given craft, or at .several allied crafts. vSuch tem¬ 
porary unions became more stable as the advant¬ 
ages of unity became obvious to their members, and 
finally they became permanent. 

Permanent guilds developed not only as a conse¬ 
quence of the fact that the guilds had to organise 
the struggle for the emancipation of the town from 
feudal oppres.sion, but ahso because the old aristo¬ 
cracy of the towms did not readily abandon their 
dominant position in political life, and the guilds 
had to exert considerable effort to break their stub¬ 
bornness. 

Developing amid.st approximately the .same social 
conditions, the main features of the construction of 
the various guilds were of one type, although, of 
cour.se, they may have differed in .some details. 
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Each guild had its elected administration and its 
rules. The rules of the guilds were rather varied, 
rather democratic in general, but bearing traces of 
aristocratic tendencies. These traces at first, in the 
period of the struggle against the old civic aristo¬ 
cracy and against feudalism, were inconsiderable 
and hardly noticeable Even .serfs had the right 
to become equal members of the guild if they had 
lived a year and a day 111 the tov\ii. In the course, of 
time, as the guilds aciiuired the actual (loiiunation 
111 publiL affairs and secured the possilnlity in 
their turn of becoming the aiisl(n.rac\ of the town, 
the dcmoiracv of the guilds began to ihaliiic 'I'lie 
guilds began to divnle into dilTereiil groups; one 
liad more rights than the other, ,is, for instance, 
those who were not yet independent masters or 
tliose who had not fully .served their period of 
jirofessional training. The first are journeymen 
(appear in (iermany in the thirteenth century) and 
the second apprentices (appear in (Germany in the 
fourteenth century). 

From that time onl> “master craftsmen,” i.c., 
tho.se who independently follow their craft, are full 
and eijual members of the guild The.se are a 
ixiculiar kind of arti.san aristocracy; but this aris¬ 
tocracy was ba.scd not on birth or wealth, but on 
the art of handicraft, on the degree of skill at their 
craft. Every craftsman with a certain amount of 
energy and ability could aspire to the position of 
master craft.sman. For this purpose he had first 
of all to serve as an apprentice with some master 
craftsman ; then he had to pass an examination of 
his skill at his craft as a journeyman This, how¬ 
ever, does not give him the riglit to open a work¬ 
shop of his owm ; he must work as a wage worker 
for a certain number of years. Only after he had 
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done this could he jfo up for examination as a 
master craftsman, and if he passed he could then 
carry on his trade independently. His rights in 
the sphere of public affairs increased parallel with 
the rise in his economic position. 

The essence of the system obvionsly consists in 
avoiding excessive competition among craftsmen 
arising from a too rapid increase in the number 
of businesses 

Many other measures were taken to reduce com¬ 
petition. Thus the number of journeymen and 
apprentices which each master craftsman could 
employ was limited to two or three and was rarely 
more than five. Consequently the master craftsman 
could not at will extend his business, and could 
not greatly increase the jiroductivity of labour in 
his business by means of increa.sed co-operation and 
division of labour; he could not by these mean.s 
squeeze other artisans out of the market and com¬ 
pel them to starve. His business was doomed to 
remain a small one, and for that reason there was 
room for all in the market. 

As the number of employed workers was small, 
the profits received from their labour were insuffi¬ 
cient to allow the master craftsman to live comfort¬ 
ably by limiting his functions merely to that of 
organising. He had to work side by side with his 
men, as a con.sequcnce of which in the first jicriod 
of the guilds, before new forces had come to the 
front to break up the old forms, the relations be¬ 
tween the master craftsman and his workmen were 
friendly and domestic. 

Furthermore, in order to avoid inequality in 
competition, the length of the working day and the 
number of working days in the year were strictlv 
defined by rule. Nor is there any difference in 
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the length of the working time between that of 
the master craftsman and that of his men, for both 
j>ermanently work side by side. The working time 
varies in the various guilds, usually between fifty 
and sixty hours a week (in England m tiic fifteenth 
century it was eight hours a day). In addition to 
the numerous holidays m the Catholic Church 
Calendar, the Monday of each week was also kept 
as a holiday. 

'Pile wages to be paid to a workman, the mini¬ 
mum price of commodities, and the qualities they 
must possess before the master could sell them 
w'ere also usually fixed by the rules of the guild. 

Production was regulated and defined by rules to 
the minutest details. All these regulations tended 
to one thing, viz., that all master craftsmen con¬ 
ducted their business equally and under equal con¬ 
ditions ; no one was allowed to produce a better 
quality or greater quantity of commodities than the 
others. Of course, these rules developed gradually 
in proportion as the disadvantage of competition 
made itself felt. 

The provision of raw material for its members 
by the guild as a whole also had for its object the 
abolition of competition. I'he raw material thus 
obtained was divided equalK' among all the nieiii- 
bers. Some guilds it is true permitted their mem¬ 
bers to purchase raw materials independently, but 
ill doing so that member had to inform his fellow 
members, and if any of them so desired it he had 
to concede part of his purcha.se to them at the price 
at which he purchased the materials. The regula¬ 
tion in this respect went .so far as to lay it down 
that a member of the guild who projio.scd to under¬ 
take a journey to purcha.se materials had to inform 
the others of his intention. 
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In order to make the town market quite secure 
for the guilds, the laws of the town gave them the 
monopoly of the production and sale of goods in 
the respective towns, 'fliose who wished to en¬ 
gage in any particular craft in a certain town had 
first of all to join the local guild of that craft, of 
course with the consent of that guild, and the rules 
governing the acceptance of new members laid down 
certain conditions and formalities in some cases 
more, and in other cases less, difficult. 

Apart from the regulation of production, the 
rules of the guild laid the obligation on the mem¬ 
bers to help each other in case of need This form 
of activity was also of considerable importance for 
the small producers. 

Almost from the very beginning of their organi¬ 
sation, the guilds revealed an inherent contradic¬ 
tion which became more acute in the later periods, 
i.e., the antagonism of interests between the mas¬ 
ter craftsmen on the one hand and between these 
and the journe3unen and apprentices on the other. 
The rules of the guild were directed towards pro¬ 
tecting the interests of the master craftsmen who 
drew them up Out of this, for instance, arose 
the obstacles placed in the way of a journeyman 
becoming a ma.ster craftsman. But as long as every 
journeyman had the hope sooner or later of be¬ 
coming a master craftsman, the internal contradic¬ 
tion of the guild did not assume an acute form. 

3. The Towns and the Formation oe the New 
Politic AE System 

With the development of the social division of 
labour, and the extension of exchange far beyond 
the limits of the towns and their environs, the 
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former political organisations the feudal spiritual, 
the feudal military, and ciW—became inadequate to 
protect the exchange relations. The division of the 
territory in thousands of petty despotic States ren¬ 
dered the establishment of contact very difficult 
and the occupation of the merchants rather danger¬ 
ous and frequently unprofitable. More than that. 
Travelling along bad roads among a ruined peas¬ 
antry driven to commit robbery by hunger, almost 
at every step coining to a toll gate where he was 
compelled to pay heavy duties to the local seignior, 
the merchant, in addition, risked being plundered 
of all his goods by one of the.se petty kings on the 
ground that he, the merchant, came from the do¬ 
main of his enemy. vSometimes the merchant’s 
goods were requisitioned without any pretext at all. 
To this must be added the variety of laws by which 
the merchant was tried in various places, and the 
variety in the money wdiich each feudal lord had 
the right to coin. .\midst .such dangers and con¬ 
fusion socially necessary trade became almost im¬ 
possible. 

There arose an imperative necessity for wide, 
firm, centralised ])olitical organisations which would 
be capable by niihtarv foixe of bridling the \ iolence 
of the feudal lords, of establishing ]ml)lic order, 
establi.shing .some kind of nnifonnity in the laws of 
exchange, uniformity of coinage, weights and 
measures, laying down main roads, and organising 
the protection of the merchants in foreign countries. 

The Catholic Church was incayiable of fulfilling 
these tasks because its power and authority began 
to decline with the development of exchange. The 
power of exchange and of money produced a great 
change in the social functions of the clergy. When 
the economy of the Church was transformed from 
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self-sufficing to exchange economy, the same change 
took place within it as took place in the rest of the 
feudal world, and for the very same reasons: the 
greed for accumulation caused a considerable dimin¬ 
ution of the socially useful activity of the Catholic- 
clergy and considerably increased its exploiting 
tendencies. The social influence of the Church, its 
power over men’s minds, began to decline, the more 
so that men themselves beeame diiTercnt from what 
they were before. 'I'he development of communi¬ 
cation had widened their outlook, di.sper.sed ignor¬ 
ance, broken up the old con.servatism, and roused 
the spirit of inquiry. The force of material in¬ 
terests directed developing ideas against Catholic¬ 
ism as the ideological bulwark of the exploiters. 

Throughout the whole of the .second half of the 
Middle Ages heresy marched along in unbroken 
ranks against which the Papacy fought desperatel\, 
exhausting its main strength—the .sympathy of the 
masses—in so doing. 

The city republics proved incapable of becom¬ 
ing the nucleus of the necessary political organisa¬ 
tions. It is true .several towns attempted to create 
such organisations of defence and mutual protection 
of property (the Hanseatic League, for instance), 
but in the course of time such alliances revealed an 
insufficiency of .strength and .stability and internal 
unity. Individual towns were incapable of rising 
above their local interests and strove to exploit their 
allies, and the latter, in their turn, naturally strove 
to preserve their economic and political independ¬ 
ence. Pkirthermore, the very structure of the city 
organisations was unfavourable for the carrying out 
of such a task as “ gathering up the lands.” Their 
power was not sufficiently centralised, and, there¬ 
fore, insufficient for this task. 
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Thus the progress of events iniposccl upon tlie 
military feudal •system the “historic mission” of 
developing out of itself fresh forces capable of 
establisliing order in the land, and there the neces¬ 
sary elements were found. 

The quarrels between the petty feudal lords 
themselves, and between them and the towns, 
lilayed into the hands of the greater feudal lords, 
particularly the princes and kings. Oradually they 
began to "gather up the lands” in their own hands 
by subduing the petty feudal lords and annexing 
their domains to their own The petty feudal lords 
energetically resisted the encroachments of their 
suzerains, but the latter found energetic and re¬ 
liable allies in the towns who were hostile to the 
former. The alliance with the towns placed means 
at the disposal of the kings which their antagonists 
could not obtain. The kings organised standing 
armies which enabled them to go to war at any 
moment, and this the feudal lord was not able to do. 

The progress of military organisation rendered 
considerable .service to the cause of the kings and 
hastened their victory over their unruly subjects. 
'I'he discovery of the use of gunpowder rendered 
the hitherto inaccessible castles and iron weapons 
of the feudal lords u.seless. The feudal lords ceased 
to be invincible when the\' ceased to be sociall\' 
necessary The .subdued feudal lords became sim¬ 
ply landowners and in the majority of ca.scs entered 
the service of the kings. 

The Catholic Church, like the other feudal lords, 
very reluctantly, and not without energetic resist¬ 
ance, surrendered their prior organisational func¬ 
tion in social life to a new force. At times the 
clergy succeeded in winning important victories 
against the monarchs. 
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At the end of the Middle Ages the struggle 
ended with the victoiy of the kings. Thus gradu¬ 
ally developed the extensive absolute monarchical 
organisations capable for a time of guaranteeing the 
peaceful progress of the developing exchange 
system. 

4 Till' Fokcfs of DfviU-oi’JMHnt of the 
Mei>i.K\'\e Tow .ns 

Tile ewhange .system of the towns was much 
more (.ajiable of development than the feudal and 
serf sy.stems 'I'lic absence of subject labour, the 
growth of .specialisation, the extensive commercial 
ties, and the incrca.se of the productivity of labour 
laid the foundation for the wdiole of the subseciuent 
economic development of Europe. The surplus 
labour of the towns was not spent on the whims of 
a degenerate feudal parasitic class, but on the ex¬ 
pansion and improvements of the methods of pro¬ 
duction As the towns stood to the country in the 
relation of monopolists they were able by means of 
trade to squeeze part of the surplus labour out of 
the country also. All this facilitated the enrich¬ 
ment of the towns which in a few centuries reached 
a state of magnificent jirosperity. 

In the period of the city handicraft .sxstein a new 
motive force aro.se—competition. Individual enter- 
jirises strove to secure the most favourable jxi.sitions 
for theni.selves on the market This could be 
achieved by reducing the amount of labour neces¬ 
sary to be expended in the production of one or 
another commodity, in other words by increasing 
the productivity of labour. From this follows the 
development of technique, the primary motive 
power of economic development. It is true that 
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comiJetition was but weakly developed in this sta^e 
of social life ; the handicraft guild system limited 
it by all manner of means. But the very measures 
adopted by the guild against competition proved 
that it existed, and that its influence was sufficiently 
importanr to make it neces.sary to introduce the.se 
measures to combat it The framework of the 
guilds could not altogether fetter it, and later on it 
gradually undermined and finally broke this frame¬ 
work . 

5. 'I'hk M\in Fka'iurks ()i- thk Idkoux.v oi- Tin-; 

Prk-C4i>it\i.ist Er<3cu 

The .serf and the handicraft guild .systems made 
an enormous breach in the .self-sufficing .systems 
prevailing previously to them The former arose as 
a con.scquence of the rise of exchange, and they in 
their turn facilitated the development of exchange. 
But the influence of the old theology was still very 
strong. This is due, first of all, to the fact that 
.social coiisciou.sness is generally conservative, and 
secondly to the fact that authoritarian relations still 
prevailed in the feudal village and in the handicraft 
guild town. The power of the landowners in the 
country and the master craftsmen in the towns 
made a deep impress on the ideology of .society. 
Ideas in general continued to remain authoritarian 
and feudal conceptions still dominated men’s minds. 

But as economic relations underwent a change, 
as exchange, undermining the old .social forms, 
developed, the elements of new ideas began to 
develop. The first of these was exchange fchshtsm. 

This exchange feti.shi.sm was the expression of a 
new power which subjected man in exchange 
society—the power of .social relations. 

G 
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In exchange is expressed the division of labour 
among men -but this is unorganised di\ision of 
labour. It is this unorganised character of the 
division of labour which renders the producers in¬ 
capable of adapting theiii.sehes to their mutual re¬ 
lations and causes them to designate these rela¬ 
tions as a “ power ” 

As has been explained, prices of commodities are 
subject to the law of value, i.c., in their fluctuation 
prices always tend to correspond to value But at 
any given moment prices to a more or less degree 
deviate from value because the law of value is not 
carried out consciously by an organrsed power, but 
by the elemental mechanism of competition. At 
any given moment a producer of commodities 
stands the risk of finding liim.self unadapted to the 
conditions of the market; his labour jiowcr, partly 
or completely, has been spent uselessly, his partici¬ 
pation in .social distribution diminished, and his 
consumption reduced, and this means tlie partial 
or complete collapse of his labour power and his 
business. 

As a consequence of all this the market to the 
producer repre.sents an external force to whicli he 
must adapt himself, but whether he succeeds or 
not does ,,not depend upon his w'ill. In the .same 
way external nature, with its innumerable unex¬ 
pected dangers, pre.sented itself to the inliid of the 
savage From this arises the two varying forms 
of fetiiidn.sm. 

d'he market and competition, with its frequent 
and bitter struggles, conceal from the eyes of the 
producer the fact of the .social alliance, of social 
co-operation, in the struggle against nature. Buyer 
and .seller, who have both actually worked for 
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.'^otiety, meet on the market, not as members of the 
same social alliance, but as opponents. The pro¬ 
ducer has no possibility of understanding that his 
labour is an expenditure of social labour power like 
the labour of other producers. 

The producer of commodities cannot know any¬ 
thing of the .social value of commodities because he 
is not accustomed to regard commodities as a social 
product. Ob.serviiig numerous cases of exchange, 
lie has a conception of value.s—in reality the usual 
price of commodities—but to him it is an inexplic¬ 
able phenomenon. He cannot connect this with the 
expenditure of .social labour power, first of all be¬ 
cause he has no conception of the social character 
of the labour with which the jiroduct was produced, 
and .secondly, because value presents itself to him 
always in the form of a definite quantity of inoncv 
and not in the form of a definite quantity of labour. 
If the producer of commodities cannot in his mind 
connect value with the relations of the .social labour 
of men, he can, however, connect it with the com¬ 
modity itself Superficially, this is quite natural; 
no matter who may have the commodity, the pro¬ 
ducer or some other person, it is always sold for its 
inherent value From this nothing is easier to 
conclude than that value—the capacity of being 
.sold for a certain sum of money—is an attribute of 
the coniDioditv itself independent of men or of 
.society, in short that value is the natural quality 
of a commodity Whence conies the quality? 
what determines its limits ^ the producer never 
.seeks to know. To him the exchange value of an 
axe is five shillings and nothing el.se, ii exastv in 
the axe itself indeiiendently of an> thing else, lUst 
as for the natural fetishist the spirit of an was 
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the spirit of the axe and nothing else. Not having 
the possibility of comprehending that exchange ex¬ 
presses the social labour co-operation of men in the 
struggle against nature, i.e., the social relations be¬ 
tween men, commodity fetishism considers the 
capacity of commodities to exchange to be the in¬ 
herent natural quality of commoditie.s themselves. 

Thus, what in reality represents the relation^ 
bclK'ccn men seems to it to be the relations be¬ 
tween things. Exchange fetishi.sm consequently 
represents the opposite to natural fetishism which 
represents the relations between things as the re¬ 
lations between men. 

Exchange fetishism expresses the domination of 
human relations over men, just as natural fetishism 
expressed the domination of external nature over 
man. W’herc the social man comes up against 
some elemental force which he cannot subordinate 
to himself, and to which his mind cannot adapt 
itself, he inevitably creates for himself a fetish. 

The development of exchange also creates the 
illusion of individual production The individual 
producer imagines that his enterprise is economic¬ 
ally quite independent As a matter of fact, there 
is no such thing as individual production in ex¬ 
change society. A single enterpri.se represents but 
a part of an economic .society of labour to which 
it is bound by a million threads. Hut tlie individ¬ 
ual commoditv producers enter the market as oppo¬ 
nents. When two representatives of exchange 
society meet in the capacity of buver and seller, one 
strives to buy advantageously and the other to .sell 
advantageously; between them there is created an 
antagonism of interest. The same thing takes place 
when two commotliti- producers act simultaneously 
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either as buyers or sellers. An increase of demand 
in the first instance, and an increa.se of supply in 
the second, would place these commodity pro¬ 
ducers in a disadvantageous and .sometimes in an 
extremely difficult po.sition. Thus in exchange 
society there develops a general antagonism of in¬ 
terests, a war of all against all which is called 
com[ietition. 'I'liis antagonism still more befogs 
the mind of the commodity producer. Blinded by 
the struggle, he completely ceases to see the co¬ 
operation of a great society, but imagines that his 
own and other enterprises are completely individual. 

d'liis illusion finally entrenched itself in the 
mind of the commodity producer with the develop¬ 
ment of money .\s long as commodities were 
directly exchanged for each other, the commodity 
producers could still see the labour ties between 
them, they could see that what they exchanged was 
the ])roduct of their labour, they could yet see that 
one worked for the other But things changed 
radically when means of exdiange came upon the 
scene Between commodities being exchanged 
there stepped in money ; between exchanging com¬ 
modity producers there stepped in- middlemen, 
merchants Under such conditions labour relations 
are masked and concealed from those participating 
in exchange. A shoemaker exchanges boots 
which he has made for the money of a merchant 
who, of course, has not produced, and with the 
money buys, say, clothes, which have been pro¬ 
duced by some other person. Here the commodity 
producer feels cpiite .separated from the system of 
production as a whole, all production tics are lost, 
and he only sees the market which dominates ovqc 
him. 
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i^or ,1 producer (and a member of exchange 
society) only one thing is clear, and that is that 
for money he can buy anything he phases, and 
the degree to which he can satisfy his require¬ 
ments depends entirely upon the quantity of money 
which he has at his disposal. This remarkable 
peculiarity of the means of exchange is ascribed 
to money as such ; there arises money fetishism, 
which arouses an insatiable greed for accumulation 
At first accumulation has for its aim the .satis¬ 
faction of immediate requirements, but in the 
course of time, w'hen, with the development of com¬ 
petition, a large reserve of money begins to give 
a tremendous advantage in the economic struggle, 
accumulation acquires a special character, l^rom 
a means it is converted into an end in itself; the 
commodity producer and merchant begin to acc u- 
mulate for the sake of accumulation 

The illusion C)f individual production al.so created 
the felishism of private property It appeared 
with the development of exchange. 

The conception of "property” arose only when 
“ individuality” arose in the commune in the per- 
•son of the organiser Only then was it possible 
to speak of a given tool or article as " belonging” 
to the patriarch, wdio, owing to his .special func¬ 
tion in the .system of production, stood out from 
among the other members of the cominune. No 
one but he, for in.stance, could put on the adorn¬ 
ments of a chief. But “ property” in that period 
IS radically different from proiierty in modern 
times The patriarch organiser could not grant or 
bequeath his w'eapons to anybody else. On the 
death of the chief, or on his retirement, all his 
“property” was transferred to his .successor. 
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With t\\f aevclopinent of exchange tlie louccjj- 
tioii f)f property acquires qujte another ch.aracter 
When two exchanging parties rejncsenl two in¬ 
dividual coinimincs they confront eacli other as 
the owners and non-owners of a given commodity 
and recognise eacli other as such. \Vitli the 
development of the individualisation of production 
this polarity of exchanging commodity producers 
acquires, as we saw, a more marked form. The 
tools and products of his labour, and commoditie.S, 
belong to the individual, who purchased them on 
the market. He imagines these things as some¬ 
thing that IS his o:vu, and which has no relation to 
other men. The individual regards his property as 
a relation between his things and himself. 'I'his 
is the fetishism of private jiropertv. 

I'hat this is indeed a fetish, that the individual¬ 
istic conception of jinvatc property is an illusion, 
IS evident from the fact alone that a Miuth may he 
the owmer of an enormous fortune to which he, 
of course, has no practical relation and of which he 
can have no conception. This ^outh can be the 
owmer because society recognises him as such, and 
if necessary will protect his property from any at¬ 
tempt of anybody else to acquire it This ex¬ 
ample clearly shows that property /s' a ‘iociul iv 
lation, till' }cJalio)i of sonrtv <ii)uiillaucou<Jy p) a 
oivoi pet'^on and to (riven tliinirs. 

Private iirojierty determines individualism. In¬ 
dividuality, in the minds of iiien, separates itself 
more and more sharply from the rest of society. 
.\t the same time there develops a sclf-conscious- 
ness of individuality which regards itself and its 
own interests as the centre of life and not the au¬ 
thority and his commands, as was the case in for- 
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mer times. Filled with the greed for accumula¬ 
tion and acquisition, it .seeks new paths and methods 
of enrichment. This makes itself felt first of all 
in the economic sphere and then in the sphere of 
ideas which .serves as a weapon in the struggle for 
economic advantage 

Thus exchange gradually destroys authoritarian 
fetishism, which dominated in natural .self-.sufficiug 
society, and gives rise to new forms of thought 
which are no longer confined by the former nar¬ 
row limits. 
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VII 

MERCHANT CAPITALISM 

I. ThK (>KNKR\L CoNCKl’TlON OF CAPITAL 

I N coramou parlance capital is taken to mean 
wealth which produces profit. But this is 
totally incorrect, because no wealth, by itself, 
can create profit. 

Let Us take a concrete e.xamplc a merchant pos¬ 
sesses a certain sum of inone\ He .spends this 
money on the purchase of commodities, and later, 
by selling these commodities, he receives a certain 
jirofit This operation can be e.xpressed m the 
following formula M (money), C (commodity), 
Mr (money), in which Mi i.s a greater quantity 
than M, otherwi.se there would be no purpose in 
making the operation. Let u.s suppose that M 
rcpre.sents and that Mi represents £10. Let 
us suppose further that the production of the money 
metal contained in two shillings demands the ex¬ 
penditure of one day’s socially necessary labour 
power. Con.sequently the merchant in spending 
not only receives this back again, but receives an 
additional £2 or products representing tw’enty days 
socially necessary labour. 

The surplus inav originate from two sources It 
is possible that the transfer of the commodities 
from the jiroducer, from whom the merchant 
bought them, to the consumer, to whom the mer¬ 
chant sold them, required the expenditure of twenty 
davs labour. In this ca.se the merchant completes 
the work of the direct producer, he finishes the 
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necessary labour process of producing the commod¬ 
ity ; that which the merchant receives in this case 
bears the same character as that which the artisan 
receives In the majority of cases, however, the 
amount of labour expended by the merchant by no 
means exhausts the difference between M and Mi. 
This difference arises from the fact that the mer¬ 
chant does not pay the artisan for the whole of 
the labour which he has expended, but only for part 
of it. 'I'he commodity cost the producer ninety 
days’ labour, but the iiiercliant did not give ^9 but 
only ;(1(S and thus appropriates to him.self ten da\s’ 
surplus labour Here the merchant no longer 
appears in the capacity of an artisan engaged ni 
the transport of goods, but 111 the capacity of a 
capitalist. His money and other property', which 
serye the purpose of acquiring the surplus labour 
of the commodity producer, play the part of 
capital. 

Cases occur, liowever, when it appears that the 
income derived from capital has nothing in common 
with the process of labour, for example, income de¬ 
rived from capital given out at interest, usurers’ 
capital or credit capital A usurer, say, lends a 
certain sum of money to a peasant or an artisan, 
and within a certain period receives in return a 
sum of money which is considearbly larger than the 
sum he lent He performs an operation "diich may 
be expres.sed in the formula M (money), Mr 
(money), where Mi as in the formula is greater 
than M. Here the illusion that M has increased 
of itself is even greater than in the first instance, 
because the function of the usurer has nothing to 
do with the process of production. But if we ex¬ 
amine the quc.stion we will .see that the usurer 
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leceived a Ltrrtaiu lucomc only hecaube loaned 
his money (or part of his property in the form of 
-seed, raw material, etc.) directly to a commodity 
producer. If he had hoarded his money in his 
che.st It is clear that its quantity would not have 
changed in any vva\’ But lending this money to the 
commodity producer, he gave him the possibilitv 
of converting them into means of production (tools, 
raw material, etc ), and In- adding to these a certain 
quantity of labour he coinerted them into products 
liaving a greater value tliaii the original sum. I’art 
of tlie new value is appropriated b\ the usurer in 
the form of interest on capital 

The same thing applies to the capital of an in¬ 
dustrial enterprise As in the cases previously 
c.xamined the movement of capital commences with 
mone}'. A manufacturer purchases means of pro¬ 
duction and labour power, whicli comprise indus¬ 
trial capital. When the process of jiroduction is 
completed, he obtains commodities winch art sold 
for a sum of money exceeding that winch he 
originally expended. The surplus is obtained by 
the manufacturer, in paying the workmen wages, 
giving them only a part of the values, which the_\ 
had added to the means of production in converting 
them into a finished product Thu'. the profit de¬ 
rived from capital 111 this instance also originates 
from the appropriation of the product of another’s 
labour, from the exploitation of the labour power 
of another person. 

This exploitation is possible because the means 
of production, without which it cannot be carried 
on, do not belong to the direct producer, or perhaps 
the latter does not possess them in sufficient 
quantities, but either wdiolly or partly represent 
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the private property of the capitalist. From this 
point of view capital should be defined as means of 
production which have become means of exploita¬ 
tion owiiiff to the fact that they are private 
property. 

The majority of bourgeois economi.sts define 
capital as “a product of labour u.sed for further 
production.” If this is a correct definition then 
the stick which the .savage u.ses to knock oft fruit 
from trees or the spear which he u.ses to kill a 
wild beast for the sake of its flesh are also capital 
Such a definition would make us believe that 
capital has exi.sted as long as man has existed, 
whereas we see that the existence of capital is con¬ 
nected with a definite .system of productive 
relation.s, viz., the exchange organisation. As this 
sy.stem is not eternal, as it appears as a definite 
stage of economic development, and at a definite 
stage mav disappear, so capital represents an his¬ 
torically transitional phenomenon From this point 
of view' the awl of an itinerant cobbler, passing 
from one customer to another, or the plough of a 
peasant working together with his family, no more 
represents capital than the bow or the sickle of 
primitive man. Means of production and money, 
which repre.sents the general form of value of the 
former, become capital only in the hands of tho.se 
who, basing them.selves on their propert}' rights, 
use them for the purpo.se of appropriating the sur¬ 
plus labour of others irre.spectivc of whether the 
latter are w'age workers or apparently independent 
producers. If these .same means of production 
should cea.se to be private property, they would 
cease to be capital, although, of course, preserving 
their use in production. 
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p .. I'he Tkchnilhe Relations of Produltiun 


Two fundamental facts determined the transition 
of handicraft city society to commercial capitalist 
society : first, the general increase in production, 
and secondly, the very rapid development of that 
brancli of production engaged in the distribution 
of commodities. 

The general growth of production was a neces¬ 
sary result of the forces of development which 
operated in handicraft city society. 

The particularly great progress of “ commercial 
transport ” was due to the fact that, witli the 
growth of production as a whole and the developing 
division of labour, it was necessary not onlj^ to 
transport a larger mass of products, but to trans¬ 
port them over greater di.stanccs than previously. 

Expanding production is no longer limited b}’ the 
adjacent markets, but step by step enters into con¬ 
nection with the more distant markets, to which 
an ever-increasing share of products has to be 
transported The discover! of these more distant 
markets, as w-ell as maintaining connection with 
them, becomes an increasingly difficult task. At 
the same time the conveyance of products from the 
workshop to the market acqiiircc lucrcasnii' im¬ 
portance in the general system of production. 

In accordance with this, changes take place in the 
social functions of the various groups of society. 

3. The Expan.sion of the Power of Merchant 
C.AriTAI, OVER Prooix'Tion 

As the area of the market expanded and it be¬ 
came difficult and even impossible for the small 
commodity producer to maintain contact with it, the 
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amomu- power and m>cm] inip/rtaiiLc of thr I'lass 
which specuihscd in thi'> Ui>>k increased. 

Producing commodities for a wide, indetinite, and 
distant market the small commodity producer loses 
all possibility of personally placing liis goods on the 
market, a.s iiappeiied in tlie majority of casei> when 
the market was limited, near, and definite. It i.s 
known, for example, that a watch made by an 
English craftsman in the .si.xteeiith century was 
sold in 'I'urkey. At the beginning of the .same 
century, according to a contemporary, woodwork 
manufactured in Kaluga [Now a proviuce of 
Russia.—Tr.] “ was exported to Moscow, 

Lithuania, and other adjacent countries.” Under 
such conditions the small producer could not, of 
course, himself place the products of his labour 
upon the market. Thus the last operation of pro¬ 
duction—the distribution of the product—finally 
became separated from the other proces.ses, and the 
need of the producer for a go-between became im¬ 
perative Out of this arose the economic 
dependence of the producer upon the merchant. 
The producer had to sell his product to the mer¬ 
chant in order to be able to continue his work, but 
the conditions of this transaction ceased to be equal 
for both sides In the first place, the producer 
does not know the actual conditions of the market 
in which the merchant .sells his products. vSecondly, 
the producer cannot wait, for owing to his small 
stocks he must .sell his products immediately in 
order to he able to acquire the means for continuing 
his business. The merchant, on the other hand, 
having all the necessary information and possessing 
comparatively larger means, can postpone his pur¬ 
chases if the conditions offered him are not to his 
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Consequently tin.* producer generally has 
to gi\e way and accept the price oflered him b\ the 
merchant. 

1 hib does not mean, however, that the producer 
w ill sell his products at an arbitrarily low price ; 
in the first place there is competition among the 
merchants, and in the last resort, although with 
extreme difficulty, he can find another merchant , 
secondly, it is not to the advantage of the merchant 
to destroy the business of the producer by imposing 
too heavy conditions upon him, for by doing so he 
would be unable to extract any more profit out of 
him and thus destrov the basis of his own well¬ 
being. Consequently exploitation is carried on to a 
degree which still allows the small producer the 
necessary means for continuing his business ; all 
above that is taken bv the merchant by reducing 
the price which he give'^ for the product below its 
value 

It should be obser\ed that frequentl_\ the mer¬ 
chant buyer was not nierelv .1 merchant, but a 
producer carrying out the final operation in the 
manufacture of a particular commodity before it is 
sent to market h'or instance, in the manufacture 
of clocks, which right from the first was divided 
among a number of small producers, each making 
the \'arious parts of the clock, the craftsmen who 
assembled the various parts usually acted as mer¬ 
chants In the textile industry this part was 
jilayed by the finisher. In essentials this case is in 
no way different from the other, that producer 
becomes dominant who carried out the last opera¬ 
tions in the manufacture of a product, no matter 
w'hcther it is the last or the last two operations. 

The seizure of economic domination by the nier- 
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chant is facilitated by the fact that small enter¬ 
prises are very unstable. Any accidental shock, 
any natural or economic calamity, threatens ruin to 
the enterprise of the small producer and compels 
him to resort to the assistance of the economically 
stronger members of society, usually these very 
same merchants. Then the merchants act in 
another role, that of usurer-creditor. In lending 
money to the producer for the purpo.se of enabling 
him to maintain his business, he is really paying 
beforehand the prices of the goods which the pro¬ 
ducer, his debtor, will produce. The effect will be 
that the price of these commodities will be forced 
down still lower, and the dependence of the pro¬ 
ducer upon the merchant will be still more 
permanent. Usually under such circumstances the 
producer formally undertakes not to .sell his pro¬ 
ducts to any other merchant than his creditor. 

The usurer and merchant buyer are not always 
combined in the same person ; frequently these two 
functions are specialised. This fact, however, does 
not alter tlie position of the producer PTequently 
the usurer in his development becomes a merchant 
buyer, thus extending his socially productive role 
Tile merchant, bv force of circumstances, is com¬ 
pelled to act as the u.surer in rendering assistance 
to declining enterpri.ses.' 

' One of tile most stinking examples ot tins is tlie so ialled 
“ Kulak [Literally a “ fist ”—I'l 1 in the villages in Russia 
Owing to many leasons, nude piimitive technique, which (ilaces 
|)ioduction in almost (om|ilete depeiidem e on atmospheric con- 
clitions and on external natiiie in general, the heavy Iniideiis 
ot dues and taxations, and the fluctuations of the pi ice of coin, 
etc , the peasants’ farms fall into an unstable position ITndei 
the natural seU-sufficing system one of these leasons did not 
exist (the fluctuation of puces), the others led to the cm tail 
iiient of consumption ot the peasant’s tamily Undei the nionei 
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Thus, although formally the small producer re¬ 
mains free, his real independence has disappeared. 
Basing himself on his economic power, the mer¬ 
chant intervenes in the productive activities of the 
.small producer; acts as controller and the supreme 
organiser of production In accordance with his 
interest.s, the merchant indicate.s in what quantity, 
of what quality, and at what time a certain product 
should be finished and fixes the price for it. The 
producer is compelled to agree to this, otherwise 
he will not be able to sell his commodities In 
accordance with his interest.s the merchant compels 
the producer to curtail production or helps him to 
increase it Indirectly the merchant influences the 
technique of production in demanding products of a 
particular quality. In general, the merchant, tf not 
formally, at least actually, become.s the orgauKs'cr 
of small industry. 

Thus, actually small enterprises are combined 
under the authority of a single organiser. This 
combination is far from being complete; it still 

^V^toin. howevel. .ill lllcse le.iMiiis liMil to .1 nionient 
when the peasant is in extieliie need ot mone\—toi the iiuidiase 
of instillments, seeds, toi paMne; dues, eti .\s the s.ile ot the 
peasants’ eoninioditles (loin and. as we shall see iatei. l.ihoiii 
powei) in most eases does not icalise the neeessaiv sum. lie 
must lesoit toi assistaiue to the kulak- usuallv his wealthiei 
iieighhoui 'rile kulak lends the nioiies, hut toi enormous 
Intele.st (in the luajontj ot lases toi 10 oi 20 Jier eent ) 
Kurtliernioie, the loan is tiequentlv i>-p„id not only in mone\ 
hut 111 lahoiii (the kulak is usual'v a taiiiiei) ot in ]noduee 
(the kulak is ,ilso in this ease a ineiih.int) .As, liowevei, the 
iiiteiest IS hinli, and the peasant’s tarni is veiv shaky, 111 
.iddition to which, owing to his geneial ignoiatue and his 
Ignorance ot the law.s, the ))oasant is usually cheated, his 111- 
dehtedness does not decrease, hut increases Finallv when the 
loan actiiallv has been repaid ovei and over again, jutidicalh 
it IS so gieat th.il the peasant can no longei letaiii his taini and 
it passes into the hancls of his 1 reditor. 
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leaves the small producer considerable independence 
in the internal aftairs of the enterprise. This is 
merchant capitalist organisation pf production. 

Merchant capitalist production cannot be re¬ 
garded as typical small production. Although the 
greater part of the process of producing commo¬ 
dities is carried out in small and formally separate 
workshops, it is nevertheless large-scale production 
for the market. 

The process of the development can be traced in 
the histories of a number of industries in western 
Europe. Solingen had long been known for its 
manufacture of .steel weapons The craftsmen in 
this trade theni.selvcs took their products to the 
fair, and on returning home went back to their 
work But when trade develoned, .some of the.se 
craftsmen became merchants, who were exclusively 
engaged in trading in Solingen arms and, in fact, 
controlled the whole industry of the town. To 
execute the orders of the merchant became the com¬ 
mon practice. The same thing took place in the 
Italian cities (Venice, Ocnoa, etc ) w’hich manufac¬ 
tured silk fabrics for the whole of Europe. 

Accordincr to the rules of the rniild every master 
craftsman himself bad to sell his product directly 
to the consumer. This was one of the measures 
adopted by the guild to prevent competition and 
the rise in power of individual craftsmen In the 
course of time, however, the euilds had to abandon 
this principle They started by allowing one 
craftsman to sell his goods to another, and later 
allowed those craftsmen to buy goods who had 
cea.sed to nroduce goods Sometimes it happened 
that merchants Avho did not belong to the craft 
guild were allow'ed to loin it, and thus received the 
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opportunity of trading in the products of the crafls- 
inen. This was the period, however, when the com¬ 
pactness of the craftsmen, fighting for their 
existence, still represented a real force. With the 
subjection of the craftsman to the merchant all 
limitations in the method of disposing of the pro¬ 
ducts of the craftsman were gradually removed, 
'i'he expansion of the market slowly but surely 
undermined the existence of the craft guild, which 
gradually lost it.s economic importance. 

To work for the merchant in the course of time 
became the common practice. Thus at the end of 
the sixteenth century' a single merchant in the Basle 
silk industry gave out work to about sixteen crafts¬ 
men. In the first half of the .seventeenth century 
the number of looms working for a single merchant 
reached about fifty. In Nottingham in 1750 fifty 
merchants provided wfirk for 1,200 stocking 
weaving looms. In the silk-weaving industry in 
Lyons in the eighteenth century the average num¬ 
ber of craftsmen working for a single merchant was 
from eight to fourteen, employing from thirty-five 
to fifty w'orkers. 

As merchant capital developed, it acquired in¬ 
creasing power over the producer and widened its 
sphere of influence in the internal organisation of 
industry. It should be observed in addition that 
the remnants of feudal relations did not in the least 
hinder merchant capital from .seizing the power of 
organisation, and with it the power of exploitation 
of peasant farming. In undermining the well-being 
of the serf pea.sants, the landowner reduced his own 
power of resi.stance to merchant capital. In trans¬ 
forming his feudal dues into a money payment he 
compelled the pea.sants to sell their piodnets, and 
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thus forced them into the hands of merchant capital. 
Finally, the landowner himself assumed the 
function of merchant capitalist as buyer or usurer. 

Very often the merchant undertook to supply the 
producer with the materials of production which the 
latter purchased from the former. As it became 
more and more frequent for the producer to take 
these materials on credit, the transaction became 
much more simple : the merchant simply gave these 
materials to the small producer who had to manu¬ 
facture goods out of them for the merchant at a 
previously agreed price. As a consequence the pro¬ 
ducer lost his independence to an even greater 
degree. Strictly speaking, it can no longer be said 
that the producer sells his goods to the merchant; 
he merely receives payment from the merchant for 
the labour he expends in converting the latter’s 
materials into finished goods and for the wear and 
tear of his owm tools If we removed this second 
part of the payment we should have what is com¬ 
monly called wages. 

This IS the domestic system of large-scale 
capitalist production, the second stage of the 
development of merchant capitalism. 

This stage of capitalism forced its roots down so 
deep into .society that it still continues to exist at 
the present day, i.e., in the period of the domination 
of the highest form of capitalism. In Germany at 
the end of the la.st century there were half a million 
people employed in home industries. In Switzer¬ 
land in the same period 20 per cent, of the whole 
working population worked in their homes under 
the direction of merchant capital. Home industry 
is widespread even in England where it is known 
by the characteristic term of the " sweating 



ECONOMIC vSClENCE 


systc'in.” In Russia it is known as the “ Kustar ” 
industry and embraces one and a half million 
workers. The kustar works almost exclusively for 
the merchant. The merchant .supplies him with 
the raw material and even tools, and lends him 
money. It is clear that under the.se conditions the 
kustar is actually converted into a wa^e worker for 
the merchant capitalist. 

The large-.scale character of domestic capitalist 
production is evident not only from the fact that 
goods are conveyed to the market in large 
quantities, but also from the wholesale supply of 
raw materials which are afterwards distributed 
among individual small producers. 

It is clear that the greater the actual dependence 
of the small producer upon merchant capital, 
the more rapidly does the former lose the last 
shreds of independence, and the less able is he to 
resist the further encroachments of the latter. 

vSometimes, after the complete ruin of the small 
producer, the merchant capitali.st finds it advan¬ 
tageous to supply him not only with materials, but 
also with tools, and thus the final traces of the in¬ 
dependence of the small enterprise disappear. This 
is the last stage in the development of merchant 
capital and the border line of its transition to indus¬ 
trial capital. 

4. The Del'w (u- the Sm\u. Enterprise tNM"* 
The Development oe the Ci.xss Struc.oi.e 

The external aspect of merchant capital changes 
very little in the organisation of the enterprises of 
individual small producers, but a considerable 
change takes place in the inter-relations betwe,en the 
groxips. 
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At fir.'it the invasion of merchant capital into the 
life of the small enterprise is advantageous for the 
producer. The merchant, forced to compete with 
local buyers, gives the producer fairly good prices, 
and above all gives him large orders for distant 
markets. But things change as the producer falls 
into economic dependence upon the merchant. The 
yoke of commercial capital then becomes for the 
producer an ever-increasing and often an unbearable 
burden. The well-being of the small enterprise is 
forced down to a level which leaves the merchant 
capitalist nothing more to take. The small pro¬ 
ducer exhausts himself in the effort to maintain his 
previous position or, at least, to keep it at a definite 
level. Not only does he exhaust himself, but he 
compels his wife and children to work harder. 
Children are forced to do heavy work at an age at 
which formerly they had opportunities of un¬ 
hindered development The female members of the 
family are no longer limited to hou.se-work as w^as 
the case formerly, but take an active part in pro¬ 
ducing for the market in every sphere in which the 
technique of production will permit. The head of 
the family becomes an exploiter of his family to 
the same extent that he is exploited bi- the mer¬ 
chant capitalist. 

This fact is strikingly evident in rural home in¬ 
dustry where agriculture is conducted as a 
subsidiary occupation to handicraft. This has not 
for its defence such strong organisations as the 
guilds of the town artisans, and for that reason falls 
more easily under the power of merchant capital. 
The merchant, in fixing the price of the com¬ 
modities of the rural artisan, takes into considera¬ 
tion the subsidiary support which the former 
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obtains from agriculture, and forces prices down to 
such a level that the artisan, even with his two 
occupations, cannot secure the necessary means of 
livelihood. The exploitation of the labour power of 
the artisan reaches such a degree that it leads to the 
degeneration of that class ' 

vSuch also is the fate of peasant economy w ith its 
subsidiary home industry The position of both 
the peasant and the artisan ni the serf village 
became absolutely unbear.ible when the exploitation 
of merchant capital was added to the alrcad}' 
existing exploitation of the landlord This gave 
rise to the peasant revolts which took place in all 
countries and which characterise the first stages 
of mereliaiit capitalism 

'i'he town craftsmen, thanks to the strength of 
their guild organisations, were able to put up a 
longer and more stubborn resistance to the power of 
merchant capital, but nevertheless they too, in an 
increasing degree, submitted to its influence As 
a consequence, the same changes took place in the 
internal relations of the family as took place in the 
weaker rural families, but to a less degree. On the 
other hand, a considerable change took place in the 
relations between the master craftsman and his 
wage workers—the journeymen and apprentices. 

The antagonism of interests between the master 
craftsman and his workers which had developed, 

' It iimst In- noted tlml .if if^ oailiest st.ig-- of development 111 
tile form of nieieliant (apital, lapital stiives to Ineak up the 
])ati laiihal foini of the fainilv with llie .ihsolnle power of the 
latter fii taking ))art 111 piodiietion for the market, leaving the 
splieie ot jmie doiue&tie oevupations, the women aequiie 
eonsidorahle ctonoiiiie inipoitaiiee in the life of the family This 
(lestioys the eeonomie basis of the inequality of women But 
the power of obsolete iiistoni is so griat that mm h time passed 
before the infliieiU’c of iiicu'hant eapif-d niad- itself (,h'iuly felt 
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but which was disguised by their joint labour and 
their relations of almost domestic equality, now 
stood forth in all its clearness. The master crafts¬ 
man, oppressed by the capitalist, in order to main¬ 
tain his shaky position is compelled to oppress his 
journeymen and apprentices, to demand more pro¬ 
longed and more intense work for less pay and 
inferior board. On the other hand, the journeymen 
and apprentices resist this with all their power. 
The inherent completeness of the handicraft enter¬ 
prise disappears and is supplanted by relations of 
hostility. 

In summarising the position we may say that the 
force of merchant capital transforms the internal 
relations of petty bourgeois economy and carrie.s 
into It the spirit of exploitation. The head of the 
family vvilly-nillv becomes the exploiter of the rest 
of the members of the family, the master craftsman 
becomes the exploiter of his fellow workers 

In accordance with this, the change in the rela¬ 
tions between the master craftsman and his 
subordinates was followed by the change of the 
character of the craft guild. To an increasing 
degree they became converted into fighting 
organisations of the master craftsmen against the 
merchant capitalists on the one hand, and against 
the journeymen on the other. 

In the struggle again.st merchant capital the rules 
of the guild directed again.st competition and the 
lowering of prices were supplemented and extended. 
Furthermore, the guilds had to exert all their 
efforts to preserve their legal monopoly rights for 
the production and sale of commodities, a monopoly 
which the merchant capitalists did all they could to 
destroy. 
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But merchant capital penetrated into the guilds 
themselves. 'I'he wealthier of the master craftsmen 
became merchants and usurers within the limits 
permitted by the rules of the guild. The greed for 
accumulation impelled those craftsmen to go 
further. The limitations tmpo.sed by the guild 
upon their ability to extend their own .system of 
production prevented them from finally subordina¬ 
ting the poorer craftsmen and became irksome and 
disadvantageous to them The tendency arose to 
evade and violate the rules of the guilds Thus, in 
producing for export, the rules which fixed the 
prices of commodities and hindered cheap buying 
were inconvenient for those craftsmen who had 
direct contact with the market B'requeiitly, the 
rules which limited the number of v\orkers which 
a craftsman could employ, and which consequently 
prohibited the expansion of the enterprise, we^e in 
practice broken. (Generally, 111 the struggle against 
merchant capital the guilds were shaken to their 
foundations and revealed a lack of internal unity 
and compactness. 

On the other hand, the solidarity of the guild in 
its conflict with the journeymen was unshakable 
I'lie most energetic measures were taken to hamper 
the transition of the journeymen to the position of 
master craftsmen, because the increase in the num¬ 
ber of the ma.ster craftsmen would increase com¬ 
petition 'Phese measures were of a most varying 
character First of all, long periods of apprentice¬ 
ship and working as journeynieii were established. 
The candidate for membership to the guild was 
compelled to perform some work as a test of his 
skill, which took considerable time, and frequently 
was far removed from the usual work w'hich the 
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journeyman would subsequently be engaged in. In 
('.ermany, for instance, a smith would be given as 
a test to make a set of horse shoes for a horse which 
he was only allowed to see from a distance. On his 
initiation the candidate’s genealogy was carefully 
gone into. He must a second time prove the 
“ legitimacy ” and “ honourableness ” of his birth 
(he had to prove this on entering his apprentice¬ 
ship). The guild only accepted tho.se into member¬ 
ship who possessed a definite and sometimes a 
considerable amount of property, and charged high 
entrance fees. It is characteristic that the resolu¬ 
tions of the guilds frankly state that these high 
entrance fees and other measures of the same 
character are adopted for the purpo.se of preventing 
journeymen becoming independent craftsmen 
immediately after their aiDprenticeship. Further¬ 
more, the guild required that on finishing his 
apprenticeship the journeyman, for a certain num¬ 
ber of years, must travel to different towns and 
countries in order to perfect himself in his art. 
For those times this was an extremely difficult 
undertaking, and, as we shall see, rendered a bad 
service to the guilds themselves In addition to 
this the newly accepted member had to give a costly 
banquet to the other master craftsmen in honour of 
his acceptance. Sometimes the transition to the 
position of master craftsman was rendered im¬ 
possible because the guild had fixed the maximum 
number of members. Under .such circumstances 
new members were only allowed to join when a 
vacancy occurred on the death of an old member. 
All these changes in the structure of the guild 
began to take place with considerable rapidity from 
the beginning of the fourteenth century. 
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The new rules of the guild were applied with 
extreme partiality. All kinds of facilities were 
given to sons-in-law of members, or those who 
marry the w'idows of deceased members, for joining 
the guild. For these all the tests and difficulties 
were reduced to mere formalities For all others, 
however, entry into the guild became almost an 
impossibility. Ouild privileges assume a narrow 
class character, the members are bound not so much 
as formerly by ties of skill and knowledge, but bv 
ties of birth. In the fifteenth century already the 
title master craftsman had become “ hereditary.” 

All the.s-e innovations called forth the energetic 
resistance of the journeymen. The less possible it 
becomes for the journeyman to change his position, 
and the more difficult his position becomes, to that 
degree arc the former ties between the master 
craftsman and journeymen replaced by ties of com¬ 
radeship between the journeymen imbued with a 
spirit of hostility to the ma.ster. Organisations of 
journeymen ari.se. At first these bear the character 
of religious brotherhoods, but soon, to quote the 
words of the English master craftsmen of the 
fourteenth century, ” under the cloak of piety ” 
begin to pursue purely economic aims. 

One of the functions of the.se journeymen’s 
organisations was to organi.se mutual aid. Each 
brotherhood had it.s benefit funds supported by the 
contributions of it.s members, out of which any 
member in distress arising out of sickness, etc., was 
assisted Frequently these brotherhoods arranged 
the funerals of dccea.sed members ; thus they ful¬ 
filled the functions of sick and funeral benefit 
societies. 

But the functions of journeymen’s organisations 
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were by no means limited to this. In the course of 
time they became transformed from mutual aid 
societies into associations for the defence of the 
common interests against the common enemy. The 
first conflict to arise was for an increase of wages. 
The master craftsmen strove to fix wages inde¬ 
pendently and for as long a period as possible. In 
the fifteenth century the llpper Rhine Tailors’ 
Guild fixed a rate of wages which was to hold good 
for twenty-eight years. There were cases when the 
masters endeavoured to fix a rate of wage for all 
time. But such a state of affairs could not, of 
course, satisfy the journeymen, and from the four¬ 
teenth century their organisations began a 
prolonged struggle for increased wages This 
struggle was directed also against the truck system, 
I.C., the sv.stem of paying wages in kind, which 
already existed at that time and was a means of 
reducing wages. 

A no less important part of the activity of the 
journeymen’s brotherhoods was the effort to obtain 
a reduction of hours of labour. From the moment 
when the master craftsmen began to fall beneath the 
power of the merchant capitalist, the former began 
to increase the labour day, which .sometimes was 
from fourteen to sixteen liours. The abolition of 
the numerous holidays of the Catholic Church by 
the Reformation was particularly felt by the 
journeymen. The period of rest was thus reduced 
to a minimum, and the journeyman was compelled 
to take action in defence of his interests. Parallel 
with the demand for a shorter working day they 
energetically put forward the demand for the right 
of “ Blue Monday,” i.c., for a .second day of rest 
in the week. As organisations fighting for the re- 
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duction of the working day and increase of wages, 
the journeymen’s brotherhoods can be compared to 
the modern trade unions. 

Each union united the journeymen in a particular 
craft, at first only those living in the same town, 
but very early common interests^—particularly 
mutual aid, during the travels of the journeymen— 
e.Ntended these organisations beyond the limits of 
single towns; inter-town, and even international, 
unions of journeymen of a particular craft were 
formed. Further than this the organi.sation did not 
go. The journeymen of different crafts not only did 
not unite, but were even hostile to each other, like 
the master craftsmen of different guilds. 

Thanks to the considerable strength of their 
organisations, the journeymen were frequently able 
to compel the masters to make various concessions 
and improvements in their conditions The mas¬ 
ters made every effort to destroy the.se unions, and 
often m?inaged to .secure the passing of the necessary 
laws. When this happened, the unions became 
secret organisations, but did not cease to exist. 
The chief weapons employed in the.se conflicts were 
the strike and the boycott In the last resort, how¬ 
ever, the defeat of the journeymen’s unions was 
predetermined by the very essence of the situation 
The unions could only conduct their struggle 
against the master craftsmen; but their real 
oppres.sors were not the latter but the merchant 
capitalists, who exploited the master crafsmen and 
compelled them to exploit the journeymen. 

'riius, under the influence of merchant capital, 
the handicraft organi.sations degenerated and 
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5. The Roi.k of the State 

As regards political organisation the period of 
merchant capitalism was the most flourishing 
period of absolute monarchy. The Arm economic 
ties between the various parts of the State, whicli 
were created b^'^ the development of communication, 
formed the basis of the stable unity of the country 
At the same time absolute monarchy had to 
execute very important and historical tasks. These 
were carried out amidst .severe struggles, which 
strengthened its power and won for it the sympathy 
and confidence of the developing mechant capitalist 
classes of society. 

Its first task was to destroy the last remnants of 
the old feudalism, which could not adapt itself to 
the changing historic conditions and' which had 
commenced a desperate struggle for its existence 
against the whole of exchange society. Only a part 
of the feudal class—the economically more power¬ 
ful and more progressive elements—could maintain 
their former position as landowners and officials in 
the vortex of exchange relations of developing mer¬ 
chant capitali.sm. The weaker ones found them¬ 
selves defenceless in the sphere of a purely economic 
market battle of interests, and rapidly declined 
under the blows of merchant and usurer capitalism 
The existence of feudal lords could be maintained 
some little time 3'et owing to the existence of 
natural self-sufficing economy on their estates. The 
rapid squeezing out of the.se remnants by the 
growth of money relations, step by step, destroyed 
the possibility of exi.stence for these old feudal 
lords. Rut they could not reconcile themselves with 
the prospect. Taking advantage of their’ ancient 
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I'iglits to imp«}se dues upon meTcliants pai.sinj< 
through their territories, they and their retainers 
came out on the high road and plundered the mer¬ 
chants’ caravans, and thus obtained their means 
of liveliliood, but at the same time caused enor¬ 
mous damage to the development of social produc¬ 
tion. The State, with its military forces, subdued 
the.se feudal lords, destroyed their ca.stles, and 
established that safety of communication which as 
necessary for trade and industry. 

The other task of bureaucratic monarchy was the 
suppression of the peasant revolts. As we know, 
the cause of these revolts was the unbearable double 
yoke of exploitation by landowner and merchant 
capitalist which the peasant had to bear. As long 
as exchange ties remained comparatively narrow, 
and each district lived its own individual life, these 
revolts were local in character and were easily sup¬ 
pressed. The development of merchant capitalism, 
creating broad and firm ties between' various dis¬ 
tricts, also created the ground for wide national 
peasant revolts which embraced whole countries. 
At the same time it made the position of the pea.sant 
serfs still more' difficult and gave these revolts a 
particularly savage and stubborn character 
Pea.sant wars broke out in Italy in the thirteenth 
century, in PyUgland and France at the end of the 
fourteenth century, in Bohemia in the fifteenth 
century, and in Russia in the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries, which required considerable 
effort on the part of the State organisation to sup¬ 
press. 

The most remai'kable of all, however, was the 
German. There is an interesting historical docu¬ 
ment concerning this war, knowm as the Manifesto 
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of the 'i'welve Points (1525), which clearly, dis¬ 
tinctly, and in a literary form outlines the basic 
demands of the peasants In this manifesto the 
peasants put forward the following demands : 
abolition of serfdom; abolition of illegal imposi¬ 
tions, ecclesiastical and secular; impartiality of the 
courts; freedom to preach; free use of forests, 
fishing and hunting; the regulation of the payment 
of taxes ; compensation for certain injustices com¬ 
mitted by the feudal lord ... It is characteristic 
of the peasant mind and the general psychology of 
the period that all the.se purely class demands of 
practical life were supported on religious grounds 
and by texts from the scriptures. 

The peasant wars in all countries ended with the 
defeat of the rebels. This was the re.sult of the lack 
of organisation among the pea.sants. They were 
opposed by the compact organisation of the land- 
owners’ State ; whereas the pea.sant mind was in¬ 
capable of raising itself above the level of local 
interest.s. Representatives of small individual pro¬ 
duction unconnected by close and permanent ties 
with units like it.self, they w'ere not imbued with 
.solidarity, their fighting unity wds very weak. 
After the first victories their ranks dispersed to 
their various di.stricts to .settle accounts with their 
local landowners, to plunder their property, and 
divide their land among themselves; whereas their 
opponents recovered, defeated them in .sections, and 
afterwards made them pay dearly for their in- 
subordinaton and inability to fight. 

Nevertheless, the emancipation of the peasants 
was an historical necessity. It became the third 
task of the State towards the end of the period of 
merchant capitalism. 
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The peasants’ revolts shattered tlie foundation of 
serfdom and revealed the dangers of the previous 
relations for society and for the landowners them¬ 
selves. For the merchant capitalist class, serfdom 
was an obstacle in the path of development, to a 
considerable degree hindering it from finally seizing 
organisational power over peasant production. 
Furthermore, for the State, which was frequently 
in need of money, the peasant mass, comj^elled to 
give up to the landlord an immeasurably large 
share of its product, and hindered in its work by 
being bound to the land, became a bad source of 
revenue F'inally, many landlords found it more 
advantageous to exploit their estate by letting it 
out to tenants than to deal with forced and therefore 
unproductive labour, and them.selves drove the 
latter from the land. The combination of all these 
.social forces finally overcame the resistance of the 
backward mass of feudal landowners. 

In some ca.ses the emancipation of the peasants 
took place very slowly and gradually, almost of 
itself (Fhigland). In others it took the form of a 
special legislative act. In many countries in 
Kurope it took place at the beginning of the period 
of industrial capitalism, but the forces which 
brought this about mainly developed on the basis 
of merchant capitalism. 

The actual relation of social forces after the 
emancipation of the pea.sants was based on the cir¬ 
cumstance that in some cases the peasants were 
entirely deprived of the land. In most cases they 
were deprived of part of their land and had to buy 
out the remainder. This is what happened in 
Russia in i86i. 

Simultaneously with the growth of the absolute 
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Stale, the former ort^anisation of the feudal State, 
the Catholic Church, began to decline. 

As has already been explained, losing the greater 
part of its significance in social production, the 
Catholic Church for a long tune preserved and even 
endeavoured to increase its share in social distri¬ 
bution by increasing its exploitation of the people. 
This created for the Church strong enemies among 
other social classes. The peasant masses, who 
suffered most from the tithes and other imposts, 
turned against it, and the handicraft trading 
groups, hostile to all the feudal lords including the 
ecclesiastical, were also against it, and even the 
secular feudal lords found it profitable to appro¬ 
priate to themselves the extensive estates of the 
Church organisations. 

Every idea hostile to the power of the clergy 
found good soil for development in the temper of 
various social clas.ses Heresy developed with un¬ 
paralleled rapidity. The clergy fought against this 
with all severity, and did everything to suppress 
the critical mind. But that only helped to increase 
the hatred towards Catholicism. The victory of 
the heretics became inevitable; tlie time of the 
Reformation had arrived. 

Numerous sects appeared who put forward the 
most diverse religious doctrines, based on most 
diverse texts from the scriptures, but the essence 
of them all was the same . “ Down with the feudal 
clergy.” The texts were interpreted in all sorts of 
ways, but there was not the slightest doubt about 
the point at which they were all driving. 

The struggle of the Catholic Church to preserve 
the right of exploitation was marked by incredible 
ferocity. In this struggle it produced an organisa- 
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tion of astonishing power and stability; a thing 
more perfect for its aims could not be imagined, 
viz., the Order of the Jesuits. The terror reached 
its e.xtreme limits in the activities of the 
Inquisition. 

All these efforts could only retard the progress of 
the victorious Reformation The first reformers 
fell in the unequal battle, but Luther and Cab in 
were the victors.‘ 

The State confiscated the lands of the clergy, 
which meant that a considerable portion of the 
peasants were deprived of land This confiscation 
was justified on the ground of the necessity for 
combatting superstition, which was fostered by the 
Catholic Church. (This is an e.xample of how ideas 
are dependent upon economic interest, although the 
dependence is usually not admitted.) 

The decline and decay of guild corporations 
under the influence of merchant capitalism in many 
cases led to the confi.scation of the property of the 
guilds by the State. 

6. IllHoMH.V AND FokCKS OF I)KVKU)I>.MI-,XT JX 
THK PkKIOI) of MkRCHXXT Ctl'lTAI.lSM 

Merchant capitalism represents the second stage 
of exchange .society, a stage clearly bound up witli 
the city handicraft and the serf system, and 
examined here .separately only for convenience In 

' Catlioln IS71I Ii.ih ))7(*soi vi‘<l its picvioiis powei ill Tt.il\ aiid 
south ol till' I’viunuos toi lt.il\ it was aclvantagooiis lioiauso 
tile Papac V exploited the whole woild to its piofit and in 
Sjiaiii and Poilugal it pieseived its powei hetaiise the econoiiiK 
dpvelo])inent ot tlieso loniitiies between tlie sixteentli and 
seventeenth (entnries was, owing to speeial reasons, gieatlv 
letaided- Ol to he more exact supeiseded li\ a ratliei 
(onsideralde dcgeiieiatioii 
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all its main features social consciousness continued 
to develop in the same direction that we observed 
in the period of transition from natural self- 
sufficing society to exchange society. The pre¬ 
vailing p.sychological type was still bourgeois. 

In the strong industrial corporations, in the 
burgher family, and in the feudal serf I'elations 
society still preserved the conditions of the subor¬ 
dination of the individual to the patriarch. Such 
conditions hindered the development of individu¬ 
ality. In destroying these conditions merchant 
capitalism helped the further emancipation of 
individuality. The patriarchal relations remain 
in force in two zones of society—the political form 
of absolute monarchy and the domestic form of 
enterprise. Here also certain changes are observed. 
Absolute monarchy knows nothing of the closeness 
and directness of contact betwen ruler and subject 
that was the feature of the patriarchal form even 
during its feudal development Instead we have 
the cold formalism of bureaucracy. In the family, 
on the other hand, relations become softer; the 
power of the head of the family and the subjection 
of the rest of the members do not stand out so 
sharply. 

The stock of human knowledge increased to that 
extent that trade relations more and more united 
various di.stricts and even whole countries with 
.strong ties. The need for the development of 
knowledge made itself increasingly felt, and in tliis 
respect the merchant class and their wage workers 
(warehouse assi.stants, book-keepers, agents, etc.) 
were in advance of the rest of .society ; exchange 
having created the necessity to keep books, to 
seek the most advantageous markets for purchase 
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and sale, to study the economic and juridical con¬ 
ditions of their own country, as well as the insti¬ 
tutions and morals of other countries, to speak 
foreign languages, etc. The former Church 
schools proved insufficient for thi.s purpose, and 
secular schools arose, at first in the towns. The 
kings and princes, as well as the burghers, took 
an active part in establishing these schools, as they 
saw in science a weapon for fighting feudalism of 
the clergy But even in the lower classes of 
society a strong desire for education arose. The 
very fact that usurer capitalists ruthlessly ex¬ 
ploited Ignorance helped considerably to create the 
desire among the masses. Furthermore, merchant 
usurers’ exploitation prefers literacy, at least 
among the merchants and usurers. Above all, the 
peasants began to .see in literacy and education the 
only means of raising themselves from their diffi¬ 
cult position to a higher rung of the social ladder. 

At the same time certain serious obstacles to the 
development of education were removed. The fall 
of .serfdom was very important in this respect. 
Under feudali.sm, not only education, but even 
literacy was inaccessible to the peasant. From the 
point of view of the feudal lord, education was 
harmful for the peasant and bad for his “ morals.” 

The remnants of natural fetishism continued to 
disappear parallel with the development of know¬ 
ledge. This process is strikingly demonstrated 
when one compares the doctrines of Catholicism 
with those of the Reformation which superseded it. 

In the place of natural fetishism there began to 
develop in .society the consciousness of commodity 
fetishism. The passionate greed and the untiring 
quest for money is the characteristic feature of the 
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Middle Ages and the beginning of modern times. 
The obstinate researches of the alchemists, and the 
adventurous voyages, had the same end in view. 
The Philosopher’s Stone and India played the same 
role in the psychology of those times. 

The basic force in merchant capitalist society, 
as in all exchange societies, was competition. Its 
operations became clearer and sharper, the de¬ 
velopment of society became more rapid, as the 
obstacles in its path—feudal and guild forces, the 
extreme regulation of trade and industry by the 
State, etc.—became weaker and disappeared. 

The merchant class was at the head of develop¬ 
ment and led after it other social forces, particu¬ 
larly the Government. Its quest for markets, its 
striving to extend the sphere of exchange, led to 
the perfection of navigation and the building of 
larger and stronger vessels capable of sailing the 
ocean ; while the progress of astronomy and the 
use of the compass made it possible to steer ships 
with greater exactitude. 

Closely connected with the general development 
of communication was the rise of a number of 
entirely new industries which exercised con¬ 
siderable influence upon the further development 
of economic life, c.g., the manufacture of paper 
and printincr. As mighty instruments for 
spreading all kinds of knowledge, these industries 
rapidly hastened the development of the produc¬ 
tivity of labour. 

General progress made itself felt in all other 
spheres of industry. The extent of production and 
technique changed. It is this period of merchant 
capitalism that historians frequently describe as 
“ the period of great innovations and discoveries.” 
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This is the period also of the “ renaissance of 
science and art ” which perfected themselves by 
the aid of juridical, literary, and artistic forms 
transmitted from the classical world. This herit¬ 
age remained untouched until society had again 
reached that stage of development of exchange 
relations which existed in the most flourishing 
period of the classical world. When society had 
reached that stage, the heritage of the classical 
world assisted and ha.stened the creation of new 
forms of thought and activity. 

Historically the beginning of the merchant 
capitalist period for south-western Europe dates 
from the thirteenth century, and for north-west 
Europe approximately from the fourteenth century. 
In reality the development of merchant capitalism 
is almost inseparable from the development of ex¬ 
change relations. Towards the beginning of 
modern times, manufactures which indicate a new 
form of capitalism began to develop in Europe and 
continued side by side with the progress of indus¬ 
trial capitalism. 

The original development of merchant capital 
in the Italian republics (Venice, Genoa, etc.) was 
due to their acting as intermediaries between 
western Europe and the Asiatic countries. This 
position, to which the Italian republics ro.se as a 
consequence of their geographical position, enabled 
them to become rich by means of the commercial 
exploitation of both the spheres of production be¬ 
tween which they maintained exchange relations. 

The further development of merchant capital and 
its quest for markets led to the discovery of new 
countries, like America and the coasts of Africa ; 
while sea routes were discovered to the East Indies 
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and China. Merchant capitali.sm began to develop 
rapidly in those countries which, owing to their 
adjacency to the seas, were better able to take 
advantage of new markets, particularly Portugal 
and Spam. The former overland trade with ca.st 
Asia almost ceased, and the intermediaries in this 
trade, the Italian republics, began rapidly to de¬ 
cline. 

Spain, subsequently seizing the monopoly of the 
newly-discovered countries, rapidly reached a high 
stage of wealth and power. 'Plie precious metals 
of America plaicd an important part in its enrich¬ 
ment. Not only Spam, but the commerce of the 
whole of Pvurope began rapidly to develop as a 
consequence of this increased flow' of precious 
metals. 

But the development of merchant capitalism in 
Spain proved unstable and shortlived because it 
w'as not based upon a corresponding development 
of production in Spain it.self. Economic develop¬ 
ment based on plunder and monopoE’ is never 
stable. It develops the parasitic elements too 
strongly in that society, and thus prevents the 
possibility of progress. Commercial and economic 
domination was tran.sfcrrcd to Holland, which 
developed industrially more rapidly. vSub.se- 
quently, as is known, Holland’s place was taken 
by England. 

Simultaneou.sly with the transition of trade from 
one country to another, there al.so proceeds a 
gradual expan.sion of the oygminsing function of 
merchant capital in production. Merchant capital, 
increasing its influence in the sphere of production, 
more and more assumes the character of indus¬ 
trial capital. 
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VIII 

INDUSTRIAL CAPITALISM 

I. Pk 1M\RY AccnMT'L4TION 

I NDU.STRIAL capitalism is the organisation of 
hirffc-scalc production based on •a’agc labour. 
Consequently, the preliminary conditions for 
industrial capitalism arc two, vi/ , (i) the exist¬ 
ence of capitals of sufficiently large dimensions, 
and (2) tlic existence of workers free from personal 
dependence, 1 c , having the possibilty of selling 
their labour, and at the same time compelled to do 
so. 

When a free producer possesses means of pro¬ 
duction, as happened in the city handicraft guilds 
period, he works for himself and sells his product 
and not his labour power. . He is compelled to sell 
his labour power when he has no means of pro¬ 
duction, uhen he is divorced from them. Of course, 
he will sell his labour jiower to the one who can 
provide him with means of production, i.r , the 
capitalist. 

The capitalist, in order to be able to oreanisc 
production on a large scale, must have a sufficient 
quantity of means of production, or, what is the 
same in exchange socieW, money to purchase them ; 
in one form or another he must possess accumu- 
lalcd capital. 

The process by which these conditions vere 
created is known as priniiDv acciiDutlation. It was 
carried out during several centuries prior to in¬ 
dustrial capitalism by the mo.st diver.se methods. 

Handicraft industry in the towns was organised 
in such a manner that for a long time considerable 
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accumulation was not possible. In the process of 
exchange between the feudal peasant villages and 
the handicraft merchant towns the difference in the 
degree of culture, and particularly the compact¬ 
ness of the industrial organisations of the towns, 
necessarily led to the town plundering the villages, 
i.c., buying the products of the village at less than 
their value. The merchant class, as the intermedi¬ 
ary in exchange, gained most out of this, exploiting 
both the ignorance of the peasants and the lavish- 
ness of the feudal lords. In this manner peasant 
labour was converted into town capital. After the 
peasant and the feudal lords, merchant and usurer’s 
capital subjected the handicraftsmen (the domestic 
capital form of production leaves the small pro¬ 
ducer only sufficient to maintain his enterprise, 
while the surplus labour goes to the merchant 
capitalist). 

One of the most effective means of primary 
accumulation was the trade with the newly-dis¬ 
covered countries, trade taking the form of direct 
plunder. With the dnscoverv of new lands, mer¬ 
chant companies were formed in the old countries 
of Western Europe which specialised in plunder¬ 
ing the “barbarous” peoples of America, Asia and 
Africa. The.se companies .secured the right of 
monopoly from their governments, which gave them 
the exclusive right to trade with a particular 
colony. Trading companies have had juridical and 
political jjower over extensive lands in the .so-called 
uncivilised world. In .such ca.ses the inhabitants of 
these colonies were converted into objects of un¬ 
bridled exploitation. In the exchange relations be¬ 
tween the backward tribes and the representatives 
of the merchant capitalists of Europe, the latter 
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acted as an organised military force, supplied with 
powerful technical means. The inhabitants of the 
colonies, living for the most part in the period of 
natural self-sufficing economy, and unacquainted 
wltli the technical conquests of Europe, proved the 
weaker side, and inevitably fell victims to the 
lieroes of primary accumulation. Of course, there 
could have been no question of the exchange of 
equal values. What the natives received in return 
for what was taken from them, and even what was 
regularly bought, depended entirely upon the rela¬ 
tion of forces. As superiority of strength was on 
the side of merchant capital, the border line be¬ 
tween trade and plunder was always very thin. 
The wealth expropriated from the colonies was 
disiiatchcd to Europe, and there created the con¬ 
ditions for the development of industrial capital. 

One of the most striking examples of the.se mer¬ 
chant companies is the Dutch East India Company, 
established at the beginning of the seventeenth cen¬ 
tury. The Government of Holland gave this com¬ 
pany a monopoly of the trade with India, and it 
managed to concentrate the .supply of the whole 
of Europe with spices into its own hands. Taking 
advantage of its position, it paid the natives ex¬ 
traordinarily low prices, which it fixed at its own 
convenience. This led to the natives beginning to 
sell their goods to the English merchants who had 
established theni.selves on one of the large islands 
in the Indian Ocean, and to Dutchmen not belong¬ 
ing to the Dutch East India Company. In order 
to avoid competition and to preserve for itself the 
monopoly of a trade that brought it fabulous profits, 
varying from 75 to 160 per cent., the Company 
adopted monstrous measures. It destroyed the nut- 
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ineg trees on nearly the whole of the Archipelago, 
and preserved them only on a few islands. It did 
the same thing to complete plantations of cloves, 
allowing them to remain on just one island. When 
these measures proved inadequate to maintain the 
high prices in Europe, the Company resorted to 
destroying spices that had already been exported 
from the colonics. In Holland such an enormous 
quantity of cinnamon, cloves and nutmegs was 
burnt that the smell of it pervaded the air for many 
miles around. 

The activity of the Briti.sh East India Company, 
which laid the foundation of the systematic plunder 
of India by Great Britain, was not le.ss rapacious. 
For British capital also, at the dawn of its his¬ 
torical development, India proved a rich .source of 
primary accumulation. The profits of the East 
India Company eloquently speak of this ; they often 
reached as high as 340 per cent, and only rare ex¬ 
peditions brought less than 150 per cent. The 
capital invested on each occasion increased mani¬ 
fold, and enormous fortunes were made sometimes 
in a single day. For the sake of ea.sy profits, the 
“ freedom-loving” English adopted measures which 
conceded nothing in severity to the Dutch. Thus 
in 1769-1770 the Engh.sh bought the whole of the 
rice crop and caused terrible starvation in tlie coun¬ 
try ; later on they made an arrangement among 
themselves and re.sold the rice at fabulous prices. 

A great role in the hi.story of primary accumu¬ 
lation was played by the discovery of rich deposits 
of precious metals in America, which attracted 
thousands of “adventure .seekers” to new countries. 
Immediately the merchant conquerors observed that 
the natives wore gold or silver ornaments they 
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fitted out an expedition to plunder the country. 
Violence and deception were the usual methods em¬ 
ployed. In this connection an incident in the his¬ 
tory of Peru is highly intere.sting. Defeating the 
peaceful Peruvians in battle, the Spaniards took 
one of their chiefs prisoner. The chief, as a ran¬ 
som for himself, offered as much gold as would till 
the room in which he was sitting This would re- 
jiresent a sum of £^,500,000 in our day. In order 
to collect so much gold it was necessary to destroy 
a number of Peruvian temples; but the Spanish 
adventure seekers, or, to be more exact, the Span¬ 
ish .seekers after easy gains, did not for one mo¬ 
ment hesitate to do this. The amount of gold 
plunder that fell to the .share of each soldier after 
the conquest of a Peruvian town repre.sentcd ,^2,000. 
'J'he conquest of America generally resulted in the 
accumulation of vast .stocks of gold in the hands of 
the conqueror.s—the so-called “conquistcdores” 
uniting 111 themselves both merchants and warriors. 

Another method of primary accumulation was 
the trade in negroes. Negroes were exported from 
Africa to the Caribbean I.slands and to the .Vmeri- 
can continent. At first the monopoly of the slave 
trade belonged to Spain, who later conceded it to 
other “ civilised” nations of Chri.stian Europe— 
(Germans, P'rench and English (the South Oceanic 
Company). The profits obtained from this slave 
trade are illustrated by the fact that the P'rench 
sold negroes at ten times the price the3' paid for 
them. In England huge fortunes were made in 
this trade. It is notorious, for instance, that the 
present importance of Liverpool aro.se on the basis 
of the slave trade, which in the eighteenth century 
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cnmpri.sed the chief oceupatioii of its eiiterprisint^ 
inhabitants. 

Making use of the negro slaves, the Europeans 
established in the colonies slave production, 
which, together with the plunder of the natives, 
became a powerful means for the accumulation 
of capital. The extent to which the.se slaves were 
exploited is strikingly illustrated by their number; 
thus, in the North American colonics, in 1715, 
there were 60,000, in 1754 there was a quarter 
of a million, and in 1776 there was half a million. 

“ Thus the discovery of the gold and silver de¬ 
posits in America, the extirpation, enslavement and 
burial of the native population in mines, the first 
steps to the conquest and plunder of the East In¬ 
dies, and the conversion of Africa into a game pre¬ 
serve for negro slaves, marks the dawn of the 
capitalist era of production. These idyllic processes 
repre.sent the main points in primary accumula¬ 
tion.” (Marx.) 

Direct sai'/iig, to which bourgeois political econo¬ 
my ascribes overwhelming importance 111 the pro¬ 
cess of primary accumulation, played an insignifi¬ 
cant part in creating those huge fortunes which 
laid the foundation of industrial capitalism. The 
bourgeois economists declare that the.se great for¬ 
tunes originated from the personal labours of the 
capitalists or their forbears; being thrifty, they did 
not spend all they earned, and passed on all their 
.savings to their heirs ; the.se added their savings, 
etc., etc. The .stupidity of .such an argument be¬ 
comes clear immediately we compare the enormous 
capitals of industrial undertakings with the small 
.savings which a .small producer, even under the 
most favourable circum.stances, was able to put by. 
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But besides accumulated capital, it was also 
necessary to have the “ primary accumulation” of 
labour power, because the work in a capitalist en¬ 
terprise is carried out by waf^e workers. A serf or 
a slave cannot be a wage worker; he has not the 
right freely to dispose of his labour powder, because 
it does not belong to him but to his owners. Only 
a free worker can freely dispose of his labour power, 
1.6’., sell it. 

But, as already .stated, a free worker will not sell 
his labour iiower if he has any means of livelihood 
If he were to jiossess all the necessary means of 
jn'oduction tools, material and a workshop he 
would not hire himself to another but would work 
for him.self. Consec|uently, industrial ca])ital re¬ 
quires workers who are “free,” but who do not 
possess their own means of production. 

A person free from personal de})cndeiKe and 
means of production is called a proletarian 

'I'he emancipation of the serfs from feudal rela¬ 
tions, and their release from the land, which took 
])lace on a large .scale at the end of the Middle 
.\ges and the beginning of modern times Ithe last 
epoch of merchant cajntalism), was the main eause 
of the rise of the proletariat. 

'Plus emancipation took place actually in the 
form of the flight of the peasants en masse from 
the land long before it was finally earned out in 
law. 'Pile excessive exploitation of the .serfs by the 
feudal lords very frequently, as has been .said, led 
to the ruin of the peasants’ home.steads, and every¬ 
where the iiosition of the serf became unbearable 
'Phe only people who remained in the village un¬ 
der these conditions were the more passive char¬ 
acters who were able to reconcile thcui.selve.s to the 
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increasing oppression from without and pressure 
of tradition within the family. The more active 
and energetic spirits, which were, of course, in the 
minority, left the village. A large number became 
homeless vagabonds, while the rest, who wished 
to live by honourable work, w'ent into the towns. 

The formal emancipation of the peasants only 
facilitated and hastened the formation of the prole¬ 
tariat. In England, where thei'e was no legislative 
act of emancipation, serfdom disappeared of itself 
very early, partlv owing to the energetic fight put 
up by the peasants, and partly becau.se wage labour 
w^as more profitable by tenant farmers or b\' free 
agricultural labourers If a tenant farmer did not 
pay his rent the landlord evicted him and let his 
farm to another In this manner the farms passed 
into the hands of more well-to-do farmers vvho paid 
more and regularly, while the majority of the peas¬ 
ants were divorced from the land. 

One of the most effective means of driving the 
peasants from the land was that of “ enclosing” 
the common lands, which took jilace both in Eng¬ 
land and on the Continent. Striving to increase 
their incomes, and relying on their formal rights, 
and in reality on brute force, the landlords seized 
from the peasants the land the use of which from 
time immemorial had been common. It is not diffi¬ 
cult to imagine to what extent the expropriation 
broke up the peasants’ hoine.steads and helped to 
convert the peasants into proletarians. 

Tf the landlord thought it more advantageous to 
.substitute stock raising for pea.sant farming he 
simply drove the peasants off the land and placed 
cattle upon it (.stock raising only requires an incon¬ 
siderable nuni1x*r of wage workers). I'his was jiar- 
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ticularly the case in England in the sixteenth and 
seventeenth centuries, when, owing to the great de¬ 
mand for wool by Holland, and later the develop¬ 
ment of the woollen industry in England itself, the 
price of wool rose considerably. Sheep rearing be¬ 
came a very profitable busincs.s, and the aristocracy 
energetically converted the peasants’ fields into jia*-- 
tures, and the place of tens of thousands ot peasants 
was taken by millions of sheep. 

Usually the process commenced b\ tlie hniitation 
of tlie rights of the peasants to use the common 
lands and forests. This pi,iced the peasant in a 
difficult position, and he was compelled to give uii 
his holding to his landlord. Hut this was by no 
means the onlv method of depriving the peasants of 
the land. They were simph' expropriated on a 
large scale by the landlords 'I'lie aggrieved yeo¬ 
men had no means of .securing redress against the 
landlords, because the lawsuits were very cosll\ 
and the courts expressed the interests of the large 
landowners. A writer in the middle of the sixteenth 
century thus dc.scribes the process of depriving the 
peasants of the land ' “The gentry do not consider 
it a crime to drive the iioor from their lands. On 
the contrary, declaring that the land is theirs, they 
filing these poor people fnuii the shelter of their 
roofs as if they were vermin In England to-day 
there are thousands of honest people w iio were hon¬ 
est householders and who arc now begging charity 
from door to door.” 

In England, the land in which industrial capital¬ 
ism developed most .strongly and rapidly, the de¬ 
priving of the peasants of the land was most com- 
]dete. Here the process la.sted ."^oo years (])rinci- 
pally between the sixteenth and eighteenth cen- 
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turies) and reached such a stage that the class of 
peasant owners almost completely disappeared, the 
whole of tthe land passing into the hands of the 
landlords. 

A considerable part of the expropriated peasantr\’ 
drifted into the towns and helped to create the 
large army of the proletariat. The population of 
the villages melted away like wax, while that of the 
towns increased with amazing rapidity. During 
the last quarter of the eighteenth century, when 
the depriving of the peasants of the land had 
been generally completed, the jiopulation of a num¬ 
ber of towns like Manchester, Leeds, Holton and 
Birmingham increased by from three to thrce-and-a 
half times. 

A furtlier .source of recruiting the jiroletariat 
was the confiscation of the lands and property of 
the Church and craft corporations, which left with¬ 
out means of subsi.stence a mass of poverty- 
stricken people who liad been previously maintained 
by these in.stitutions ^similarly, the dismissal of 
their numerous household and military retainers by 
the feudal lords, which took place during the cen¬ 
tralising of tlie State power, helped considerably 
in this directum. This was an inevitable result of 
the change in the psycholog\' of the feudal lords, 
brought about by the development of the money 
sy.stein—jiarticularly the development of inercliant 
capitali.sm. Formerly, tlie chief power of the 
feudal lords lay in their having luimerous .sub¬ 
jects, and nothing was more natural than that they 
should surround themselves with large suites, the 
more so since under the natural self-sufficing system 
there was no other means of disposing of tlie large 
surplus of products from the fcuclal estates except 
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l)y fcedin^f their retainers and otlier parasites. For 
instance, in En^<land, Karl Warwick, the “ king 
maker” (end of fifteenth century), fed 30,000 peo¬ 
ple every day. When money became the cliief 
power of the feudal lord, he disnn.ssed In'- “men.” 

'I'he ruined handicraftsmen became an important 
source for recruiting the jiroletariat, not from the 
point of view of numbers, but from the point of 
view of Cjuality. In the.se former handicraftsmen 
industrial i^aintalism found already trained work¬ 
men wild could be immediately adapted to its pur- 
po.se, whereas the proletariat which had fled from 
the villages, a proletariat of tramps and beggars, 
originating from a class of parasitic feudal retainer.s 
had w'lth con.siderable difficulty to be trained to the 
work. At fir.st the number of ruined handicrafts¬ 
men was not large, but subsequently when handi¬ 
craft had to compete with large-scale capitalist pro¬ 
duction it increased enormously. 

Another and .similar source for recruiting pro¬ 
letarians was the journeymen and apprentices, the 
wage workers in the small handicraft entcrpri.ses. 

In these various ways the “ primary accumula¬ 
tion of wage labour power,” necessary for the ri.se 
and development of indu.stnal capitalism, was 
brought about ' 

‘ Tlie rapidity of social development in exchange societv 
was largely caused by tlie fact that the “primary accumu¬ 
lation of wage labour power” produced a greater cjuantitv 
of labour than was actualh needed b> industrial capitalism 
ami in most cases enormously exceeded rcijuirenieiits Thus 
111 Ivnglaiid 111 the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries there 
were liniidreds of thousands of people who could not be 
absorbed b> indu.stry. Compelled to lead a wandering and 
parasitic life, these people presented a serious danger to 
public order Most resolute measures were taken again.st 
them : they were branded, flogged, tlieir cans were cut off, 
and finally the most “obstinate” ones were liaiigcd, but all 
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Furthermore, large-scale production required ex¬ 
perienced organisers trained for the purpose. 'I'he 
merchant class satisfied this demand. Apart from 
the fact that the merchant capitalist was tlie organ¬ 
iser of his own trading business, which on the aver¬ 
age was rather a large enterprise, the future indus¬ 
trial capitalist trained him.self for his new task by 
otlier means. As has already been explained, lie 
took a considerable share of the management of 
the small industrial cnterpri.ses into his hands ; in 
fact, he became the chief controller of production 
of a large number of small enterprises by means 
of the “domestic S3^stem of capitalist production.” 

Thus the conditions in which industrial capital¬ 
ism becomes possible, viz., the primary accumula¬ 
tion of capital and wage labour power, had come 
into existence. The new .sy.stem of productive and 
distributive relations could now commence its his¬ 
torical development. 

tills had no effect Really, these measures were intended to 
discipline the homeless jirolctariat for the purposes of 
developing (ajntal and to train this idle mass in the direc¬ 
tion that suited the strnings of the new organising class 
They were not always apjilicd, however .\t the end of the 
sixteenth centiir\ the Englisli (Tovernment imposed a ta.y 
upon the upper classes for the maintenance of the poor 
This \eas done for the pur])ose of protecting the landlords 
and capitalists to some extent by means of legal parasitism 
from Illegal parasitism in the form of robbery and plunder, 
etc , and also to prevent the extermination of the workers, 
who at any time may be useful for the capitalists 

Jn those countries, on the other hand, where serfdom con¬ 
tinued for a long time, industrial capitalism, on its rise, 
suffered from .i shortage of free laljour power Adapting 
itself to conditions, industrial cajntal organised factories 
with serf labour, but the defects of serf lalxjur m this case 
were so considerable and its productivit3' so low that the 
capitalists themselves were compelled to petition the Cloverii- 
ment to jiass a law emancipating the serfs. 'J'his was the 
case in Russia. 
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2 . The Dhveeoi’ment oi< Technique and TvAiu.e- 
vScAEE Capitaeist Pi<oux;ction 

(tj) The l^xlciision of the Sphere of AclivUy of 
Merchant Capitalism 

Almost from the very begiiiiimg of the lity han¬ 
dicraft system, of all branches of industry trade 
(the search for markets, conveyance of goods, es¬ 
tablishment of warehouses, organisation of buving 
and selling, etc ) developed most rapidly. Thus, 
as already stated, explaims the rise of “ merchant 
capitalism,” i c , the partial transition of the or¬ 
ganisational role in industry to the mercliant class. 
The same thing continued during the merchant 
capitalist period, with the result that all other 
branches of industry remained baciczeard as com¬ 
pared with the methods and requirements of mer¬ 
chant capitalism. 

Agriculture, of cour.se, was most backward. 'I'he 
conditions of agricultural technique and the whole 
history of the economic devclojmieiit of agriculture 
in itself did not permit of aiu rapid progress. As 
we have .seen, feudal relations in general are dis¬ 
tinguished by their extreme con.servatism, and serf 
relations, in addition, are distinguished by the 
frightful opjiression of the workers, which sup¬ 
presses any development. For that reason the 
teclinique of transport and the manufacturing in¬ 
dustry took the lead. In this connection agricul¬ 
ture, in almost ever\ capitalist couutrc , lagged be¬ 
hind every other branch of industry. 

'Phe desire to find markets for the [iroducts of 
the city industries led, as we have seen, to numer¬ 
ous distant voyages, which resulted in the dis- 



a short course of 

I’overv of countries hitherto unknown to Europeans 
and contaiuin^j immeasurable natural wealth, viz., 
the whole of America, a considerable part of Africa, 
south-east Asia, and hundreds of large and small 
islands. After the plunder of the newly-di.scovered 
countries, or simultaneously with it, the.se coun¬ 
tries were coloni.sed by the surplus population of 
Europe, and their natural re.sources were produc¬ 
tively exploited partly by free and partly by slave 
labour. 

Production in the newly-discovered countries 
entered the .sphere of activity of merchant capital¬ 
ism. The.se countries put forward such a strong 
and rapidly increasing demand for the products of 
the manufacturing industry that it could not be 
satisfied by domestic capitalist and handicraft pro¬ 
duction technical^' split up into small enterprises 
and, therefore, incapable of rapid expansion. On 
the other hand, the extensive means concentrated 
in the sphere of trade in themselves permitted the 
wide expansion of the trading transport industries 
ill accordance with the requirements of the market. 

P'or the trading industry the products of other 
branches of production are “raw materials” in ex¬ 
actly the .same way as the products of the leather 
industry are for the boot trade, etc. If the spin¬ 
ning industry lagged behind the weaving industry 
in development, then the latter, not receiving suf¬ 
ficient yarn, would either have to waste part of its 
labour power or ekse increase the extent of produc¬ 
tion of the .spinning indu.stry. The .same problem 
confronted the merchant capitalists. They had 
either to allow their development to be retarded or 
endeavour to extend the manufacturing industry. 
And the merchant capitali.sts pos.ses.sed .sufficient 
means to do the latter. 
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(b) 1 he Origin and hsscnlials of Manufacture 
In what direction had the merchant capitalists to 
operate in order to raise the productivity of labour 
in the manufacturing/ industry ^ 

'I'lie state of industrial technique v\as as follows • 
the development of small production, one might 
say, had finished; almost every complex i^raft had 
split up into a number of small crafts, each pro¬ 
ducing articles of a particular kind, and tools 
technically more adapted for this kind of produc¬ 
tion had been produced. Heyond this production 
could not go and remain divided among soiall en¬ 
terprises. It was necessary to organise large enter¬ 
prises 111 w'hich the division of labour (.ould assume 
comparatively wider dimensions, 1 e , be converted 
from social division of labour into technical divi¬ 
sion of labour, in view of the fact that under the 
existing conditions of labour the further jirocess 
of social division of labour presented too maii\ 
difficulties. 

Domestic capitalist production was the natural 
bridge between independent small production and 
industrial capitalism. The handicraftsman or peas¬ 
ant, who had already lost a coiisiderabh- share of 
his independence and was already actually under 
the organisational control of, and exjiloitcd by, the 
merchant capitali.st, very easil\ lost the rest of his 
indeiieiidencc and became a mere operator 111 the 
industrial cajiitalist enterprise 

The merchant capitalist held 111 his hands the 
fate of many small enteriiriscs, to which he sup¬ 
plied raw materials (and sometimes tools) and 
whose products he bought. He could completely 
destroy the superficial independence of these enter- 
pri.ses immediately his interests demanded it. 
When the demand fi>r products e.xiianded the mer- 
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chant capitalist desired to increase production, but 
the small character of the enterprises which he 
controlled, and particularly the superficial indepen¬ 
dence, owing to which he only indirectly controlled 
the process of production by fixing the prices of 
raw materials and products, prevented this. The 
old system then became unsatisfactory for the 
capitalist 

d'he capitalist then united all the producers de¬ 
pendent upon liini in a single factory which he 
owned Here they worked upon means of produc¬ 
tion which were his property, and worked as single 
operators wholly subordinated to his organisational 
authoriCv- This is the main feature of an indus¬ 
trial capitalist enterprise which appeared first in 
the form of manufacture If we examine this 
feature closely w^e will observe that it already ex¬ 
isted in the handicraft w'ork.shop of the Middle 
Ages, w'here the journeymen and apprentices stood 
in the same relation to the master craftsmen as the 
later wage workers stood to the capitalist. The 
differences lay in the size of the enterprises and 
in that the master craftsman did not limit him- 
.self to organisational functions, but was compelled 
also to work at the bench, whereas the capitalist 
was exclusively an organiser. 

The transition to the new form was advantageous 
to the capitalist, not only for the reason that he 
became fully-empow'ercd, direct organiser of pro¬ 
duction, blit also for the considerable decrease in 
the cost of production, work.shop expenses, light¬ 
ing, heating and tools. One large workshop em¬ 
ploying twenty workers co.sts less to maintain than 
twenty individual work.shops, and even if the tech¬ 
nical division of labour has not yet been introduced, 
there is, nevertheless, no need for a complete .set 
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of tools for every workman, as is the case in 
sei^arate workslioi)s. 'I'he work can be easily ar¬ 
ranged so that each worker uses a particular tool 
in turn, which has an added advantaj^e that no tool 
remains idle. 'I'lierc is also a gain in material— 
the smaller cost of purchasing large quantities and 
the greater ease in making use of accumulating 
remnants and .scraji, etc. 

The privileges of the handicraft guilds were an 
important obstacle to the ri.se of maim fatturc As 
has been stated, the guilds had the monopoly of 
production in a given town ; furthermore, the rules 
of the guilds strictly limited the number of tlie wage 
workers, journeymen and apprentices that could lie 
employed in each workshop, and usually li\.ed the 
number very low’ Hut the industrial capitalists 
managed partly to contend against these rules and 
partly to evade them. 

In the first jilace, factories were usually estab¬ 
lished in places where the privileges of the guilds 
did not exist, in the vallages, in neul_v-arisen towns 
where the guild .sy.stem had not been established, 
and in the suburbs of towns to which the rules 
of the guilds did not extend Furthermore, the 
privileges of the guilds graduallc declined, even in 
the towns 'I'lie hostility of the merchant and the 
industrial cajiitalists towards the guilds was re¬ 
flected 111 the policy of the (lovernment 'I'hc kings 
protected the manufacturers because thev saw in 
them a 1 ich source of State revenues. For that 
reason the_\ frccpiently jiermitted factories to be 
opened, even in guild towns, and thus broke the 
guild’s monojioly in production. 

Finally, wnth the development of manufacture, a 
tendency to convert their handicraft workshops into 
factories is observed among the guildsmen them- 
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.selves. Jfii eoinpetin^f with the itulustrial capital¬ 
ists the guiUlsmcn were extremely hampered by the 
very rules of their guild, which limited the number 
of journeymen and apprentices to be employed. 
The wealthier master craftsmen exerted increasing 
efforts to evade these rules and even to .secure their 
abolition, ^\’hcn these efforts were crowned with 
success, and the number of wage workers in the 
respective work.shops greatly increa.sed, nothing 
was more natural or easier than the transition from 
handicraft to manufacture. 

Essentially the same transformation of the 
forms of production as took place in the manufac¬ 
turing industry takes place in agriculture, when 
the capitalist, instead of exploiting the peasant as 
merchant or usurer, begins himself to conduct large- 
scale agriculture with the aid of wage workers on 
land whicli he has rented. This usually liappens, 
however, as a result of special causes, and the divi¬ 
sion of labour, characteristic of manufacture, de¬ 
velops very slowly. For that reason we .shall have 
to deal .separately with capitalist agriculture. 

In the fir.st stages of manufacture all the workers 
in the capitalist’s factory arc, as before, real crafts¬ 
men ; each one does a complete piece of work in 
the same way as an independent .small producer did 
before. But in its development manufacture leads 
t() another, higher, and more perfect form of tech¬ 
nique of hand labour, i.c , sub-division of labour, 
d'his develops by two different methods. 

Among the capitalist’s workers one is more 
skilful at one part and one at another. Sooner or 
later the capitali.st comes to the conclusion that it 
would be more profitable to confine each worker to 
the particular part at which he is most .skilful. At 
first each individual continues to execute a num- 
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ber of complex operations, but later on, with tbe 
increase in the number of workers, it is possible 
to allocate to each one a smaller and simpler opera¬ 
tion. 1 hus the sub-division of labour is reduced 
to such a degree that in the manufacture of needles 
for instance, each needle is passed through the 
hands of .seventy-two workers. 

Here the sub-division of labour appears as a con¬ 
tinuation of social division of labour, as a further 
dividing up of the processes which formerly were 
distributed among .separate craftsmen. 

In other cases the sub-division of labour proceeds 
along other lines. There are industries whi^h 
from the very first require the participation of 
various craft.snien, e , carriage building. In the 
building of a carriage there participate carpenters, 
joiners, .smiths, fitters, saddlers, ujiholsterers, 
glaziers, etc. The master carriage builder had to 
contract the.se various parts to the various crafts¬ 
men, and his business was to assemble the.se parts 
and finally finish the job. For the conduct of sucli 
a business it was neces.sary to have large means 
It is not surprising, therefore, that in the course 
of time the merchant craftsman subordinated the 
other craftsmen and began to act as a merchant 
capitalist, and later, becoming an industrial 
capitalist, gathered them all into his own factory as 
wage workers. 

In this case the capitalist transfers to liis own 
factory an already existing division of labour, but 
unites its various parts in one worksho]). .\t the 
same time the function of each craftsman is nar¬ 
rowed down; the fitter, smith, carpenter, etc , are 
compelled to limit themselves to operations belong¬ 
ing entirely to the building of carriages and to 
abandon otlier kinds of work they did formerly. 
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This is how the sub-division of the actual manu¬ 
facturing processes is added to the division of 
labour already existing between the organiser and 
the operator, tlie "mental” and "physical” workers 
in manufacture. 

The employer Inn's workers, i e., he buys their 
labour power for a definite period and on definite 
conditions. He jirovides them with means of pro¬ 
duction, and they work according to his orders and 
instructions In this manner the subjection of the 
workers to the enijiloyer is limited by the conditions 
of tlie (.ontract concluded with them when he en¬ 
gages them 

'J'he emphn-er organi.ses the division of Libour 
and co-operation in the form and dimensions which 
he regards as most advantageous to himself In 
doing so he limits himself exclusively to the func¬ 
tions of an organiser and docs not work at a bench 
like a craftsman. More than that, with the fur¬ 
ther devclojmient of ca])italist enterprise, the or¬ 
ganisational function is transferred step by step to 
special wage workers At first the capitalist is 
obliged to do this by the very growth of the busi¬ 
ness, which becomes too difficult, and later imposs¬ 
ible, for him to manage b\' himself alone. 'I'he 
capitalist then, in accordance with necessity, eii- 
gagc.s foremen, clerks, book-keejiers, managers, etc 
In the course of time the only function left to the 
capitalist is that of supreme control over the activi¬ 
ties of his hired workers, and, as will be shown 
later, even here the process does not stop. 

Thus organi.siiig labour, like executive labour, 
becomes more and more technically divided in 
manufacture 

Technical division of labour in connection W'itli 
simple co-operation between workers distinguishes 



ECONOMIC SCIENCE 


itself in developed manufacture in a special form, 
which may be called the “manufacturing group.” 

In the manufacture of knives, for instance, there 
participate smelters, .smiths, pfdishers, grinders, 
etc. Now it is evident that it is of con.‘;iderable 
importance to the capitalist how many of each of 
the respective arti.sans he engages. If he engages 
too many of one kind they will be compelled to 
waste a considerable amount of time idling about 
because the others could not manage to work up 
the material they could provide Experience 
teaches the capitali.st to define the relative number 
of each kind of worker he requires. He finds, for 
example, that for two smelters he must have one 
smith, three polishers, one grinder, and perhaps, 
in addition, one foreman If the capitalist wishes 
to extend his business there would be no sense in 
engaging two or three separate workers; he would 
not be able to fit them in. He must engage a whole 
group at once, as in our example two smelters, 
one smith, three polishers, etc. Retween the in¬ 
dividual manufacturing groups in a single factory 
there only exists simple co-operatiou. 

Historically, inaniifac'tiire began in England and 
Holland between the fifteenth and sixteenth cen¬ 
turies, in other countries at a much later period. 
Its end must be calculated from the jieriod of great 
innovations—the end of the eighteenth century in 
England. In other countries maniifacture began to 
make way for machine production later, i c , in the 
first and .second quarters of the nineteenth century. 

{(') The Pci'clDhniciil of Machiuc r)0(hi(lioii 
(i) The (.'>}i_oni of the Machine 

The inherent relations of capitalist society give 
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rise to a tendency for capital unceasingly to develop 
the productivity of labour. In the period of manu¬ 
facture this tendency came up against obstacles 
created by the verv' character of the labour power 
of the period. Labour remained hand labour, the 
physical strength of man ])layed the chief role in 
production. As human .strength has its limits, the 
production of labour could not reach beA'ond a cer¬ 
tain height as long as human hands remained the 
direct motive power of tools. 

Manufacture developed the productivity of labour 
by increasing the division of labour, by splitting 
up complex work into an increasing number of 
separate, single operations. At the same time the 
activities of each separate worker became extremely 
simplified and mechanical It was precisely for 
this rea.son that when manufacture had developed 
hand labour to its furthest limits, and further pro¬ 
gress in this direction had become difficult, it be¬ 
came comparatively ea.sy to transfer these simple 
mechanical operations to the machine. Tn convert¬ 
ing the worker into a machine, manufacture had 
prepared the way for the machine. M'hen the 
expansion of the market demanded further develop¬ 
ment of the means of production, and hand manu¬ 
facture could not advance any further, the transi¬ 
tion was made from hand labour to machinery. 

The main feature of machine production is that 
the direct operations of production are carried out 
not with the poit'cr of man, but with the power of 
nature, 'i'he function of the worker fiecomes more 
and more limited to directing and watching the 
machine, thus in Ivpe heconiiue^ very analogous to 
the jonnc) oryani'nnLt of labour. 

As the powers of nature arc unlimited, so, with 
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tliL' progress of seientHic knowleflgc, the productiv¬ 
ity of labour under machinery can increase to in¬ 
definite limits. 

'i'he history of machinery commences much 
earlier than the period of machine capitalism. Al¬ 
ready in the period of classic slavery, the water¬ 
mill was invented, as well as water pumps and ex¬ 
cavating machines; in the Middle Ages we had 
windmills, and in the period of manufacture 
machines were frequently emploved for carrying 
out heavy operations like breaking up ore, pumping 
water out of mines, etc , which required the ex¬ 
penditure of great mechanical power. The signi¬ 
ficance of machinery in production at this .stage, 
however, was small. 

The application of machinery in pre-capitalist 
days was not only limited by the lack of technical 
knowledge, as a consequence of which verv few and 
very imperfect machines were invented; frequently 
the machines that were invented could not be put 
to Use owing to purely .social conditions being un¬ 
favourable. Thus the fulling machine, which per¬ 
formed the labour of twenU-four men, was invented 
as carls as the eleventh century, but right up to 
the fifteenth century its emplo\ ment was prohibited 
in England, Flanclers and 1 'ranee. In the thir¬ 
teenth and fourteenth centuries even the spinning 
wheel was prohibited and it had gone so much out 
of u.se that its invention Ixigaii to be dated at the 
siNtcenth centurs . 'I'he ribbon-weaving machine, 
the forerunner of the sjiinning and weaving looms, 
met with particular opposition This machine was 
first constructed in Dan/ig in the second half of the 
sixteenth century, but the cit\’ council, fearing un¬ 
employment, prohibited its u.se, and its inventor 
was drowned in the Vistula. .V century later this 
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machine appeared in Leyden, but the indignation 
of the weavers led to its use being prohibited. The 
opposition to the ribbon-weaving machine .spread to 
a number of towns on the Continent and to Eng¬ 
land. In Hamburg it was publicly burned. Tlie 
most active in the opposition to machinery were the 
craft organisations, which, although rapidly de¬ 
clining, nevertheless po.sscs.scd considerable 
economic, and therefore poliUcal, power. 

to \\\e deveXoprevewt ol vaereVawt and \n- 
dustrial capitalism, these old organisations lost 
their economic power and with it their ])olitical 
power and moral authority. The merchants and 
manufacturers became the dominating power iii 
economic life, and their attitude to machinery was 
altogether dift'erent Machinery did not threaten 
to destroy an accustomed and cherished system of 
social life, and undermine the material foundation 
of their exi.stence, as it did that of the craftsmen. 
Machinery promised profits, and that was an un¬ 
answerable argument in its favour. 

But even when the craft organisations had be¬ 
come a thing of the pa.st, machinery had still to 
overcome strong opposition, viz., the opposition of 
the wage workers who were squeezed out by it 
In England in the second half of the eighteenth 
century a machine was invented for shearing sheep 
which threw 100,000 men out of work, .d storm of 
indignation broke out and the machine was burned. 
Even m 1S26, when the transition to machine pro¬ 
duction had already been completed, there was 
mass agitation against machinery. The hand loom 
weavers of Blackburn destroyed all the steam power 
looms in the town and its environs. 'I'he same 
thing happened throughout the whole of Lancashire 
and in one week seventeen factories and nearly a 
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thousand macliines were destroyed. But this was 
the last serious attempt of the workers to combat 
exploitation by destroying the means of production. 
The proletariat soon learned that it was not the 
“ .soulless” machine which exploited them, but the 
system of social relations which converted them in¬ 
to material for exploitation. 

Thus, economic development, weakening, shat¬ 
tering, and de.stroying the forces opposed to it, 
cleared tbe ground for its extensive application. 

In the development of world capitalism, manufac¬ 
ture is an essential .stage, it is, indeed, impossible 
to imagine that large-scale production could have 
been develojjed directly out of, .sav, handicraft 
technique In the history of countries entering the 
path of capitalist development later than other 
countries, however, the influence of their historical 
environment—the culture of older societies —per¬ 
mits them almost to avoid the manufacturing .stage 
of technique ; from small handicraft and agricul¬ 
tural production organised by merchant capital they 
pass over directly to large-scale machine produc¬ 
tion, with all its .social and economic consequences 

(2) U’hu/ Is d Machine 

A machine is an instrument of labour by which 
the e.xecutree function of man is superseded by the 
power of external nature. It is the highest and 
most perfect form of tool. 

In examining the general features of the con¬ 
struction of various machines, it will not be difficult 
to .see that they are all ba.sed upon a single prin¬ 
ciple. There are three main parts to a machine: 
the driving mechanism, the tramsmitting mechan¬ 
ism, and the working part, or mechanical instru¬ 
ment. Pyach of these has its history of development. 
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When the machine is applied to some small task 
not requiring the expenditure of considerable 
mechanical power, the driving power of the machine 
IS usually supplied by mechanical human effort. 
Thus a sewing machine is driven by the mono¬ 
tonous movements of the hand or foot. This is the 
incompletely developed form of machine. 

The substitution of animal motive power (pre¬ 
ferably lior.ses) for human power is the first stage 
of development of the driving part of a machine. 
But this does not yet mark great progress. Animal 
power is comparatively dear; animals cannot work 
without ce.ssation. .A horse, for in.stance, is not 
worked for more than eight hours at a stretch, and, 
furthermore, the strength of an animal is not ver\ 
much greater than that of a man. 

The next step forward is the .sub.stitution of wind 
and water for animal power. These have the ad¬ 
vantage of not being animate, but they still suffer 
from certain defects. 

The power of wind, v\hich from time immemorial 
had been applied to a large extent to the convey¬ 
ance of goods (in sailing vessels), but only to a 
very small extent to other spheres of industry, has 
the disadvantage of not being permanent and of 
being irregular in its action. Water power does 
not suffer from tbe.se defects, and for that reason it 
acquired greater importance in the period of manu¬ 
facture But even that was not free from defects. 
In the first place, water power can only be applied 
where there is a river or waterfall and where the 
damming does not oppo.se the rights and interests 
of local inhabitants or landowners ; .secondly, in cold 
countries like Russia, it cannot always be used ; 
and, finally, one cannot increa.se the power at wfill. 
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Owing to these peculiarities the application of water 
power could not be extensive. This is one of the 
reasons that, as long as a better driving power was 
not discovered, machinery was little applied dur¬ 
ing the manufacturing period. 

Here and, there, even in the period of manufae- 
ture, steam power engines were u.sed, but in an e.x- 
treniely imperfect and clumsy form. When, in 
1774, James Watt considerably perfected the 
mechanism and created the well-known double ac¬ 
tion engine, it became clear that .steam was the 
strong driving power which the developing capital¬ 
ist industry required. 

Ill a steam engine mechanical power is created 
by the employment of coal and w'ater. Its forte 
can be increased or decreased at will, 'i'he engine 
is so constructed that it can be easily conveyed 
from place to place and adapted to any work re¬ 
quired. 

But the development of the driving parts of 
machinery did not stop here. At the present time 
a new power, electricity is acquiring increasing 
importance. /Is ycl its application is very limited, 
but already the advantage of electric ])owcr over 
steam power is observed. Its greate.st advantage is 
that electrical energy can be split uj) into as small 
parts as desired, and (under certain conditions) 
transmitted over any distance without considerable 
loss. 

In all probability electricity will be the chief 
driving jiower in the ensuing period of the organi¬ 
sation of indu.strv. Already modern technique 
knows how to convert all natural jxiwer into elec- 
thc cnerg3' over a distance. 

'I'lianks to this, it will in all probability be poss¬ 
ible to use, to advantages enormous sources of 
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natural energy, like the great waterfalls, tides, etc. 
Most of such resources have not been exploited 
principally because it was not possible to transmit 
the energy over a distance. 

The second part of the machine is the transmit¬ 
ting mechanism, which transmits the energy of the 
motor to the working machine. It has to change 
the character and direction of the motion which 
is created by the first part of the machine in ac¬ 
cordance with the purpo.se of the machine, and in 
this manner set the working instrument in motion. 
The transmitting mechanism becomes more com¬ 
plex as the machine is applied to more complex 
operations. Its comple.xity increa.ses when the 
same motor is used to set .several machines in mo¬ 
tion at once, particularly when they are machine.s 
of diverse characters If one machine requires a 
circular motion and another a rectilinear motion, 
it can easily be imagined how numerous the parts 
of the transmitting mechanism must be in order 
to .serve all purposes. It comprises a complete and 
extensive system of cog-wheels, shafts, eccentric 
gearing, belting, etc., and becomes more complex 
as the machines to which it transmits the energy 
of a single motor become more complex, diverse 
and numerous. 

The third and most important part of the 
machine is the working part or the mechanical in¬ 
strument. It originates directly from the instru¬ 
ment used by handicraftsmen. Frequenth^ this 
instrument is so changed in the working part of 
the machine that it is hardly recognisable. 

The chief di.stingui.shing feature of the work¬ 
ing part of the machine, as compared with a hand 
tool, is that the former acts as an instrument of 
the machine and not of a man; the machine per- 
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forms the motions formerly performed by the tool 
guided by the hand of the worker. Even if the 
driving power of the maehinc is human, neverthe¬ 
less tlie working part of the machine is set in 
motion by the transmitting mechanism. 

Thus the machine takes the place of the worker 
in so far as the latter repre.sents the simple execu¬ 
tive instrument of the organising will. Owing to 
this, many of the relations that formerly existed 
between the workers in the period of manufacture 
are now transferred to the machine. 

Co-operation and division of labour among wor¬ 
kers in manufacture corresjxmd to “ co-operation” 
and “division of labour” among machines (the 
expressions are conventional, because only a human 
being, strictly speaking, can “work”). 

As an example of simple co-operation we can 
take a weaving factory which consists of numerous 
mechanical looms placed in a single building, all 
executing the .same work. The same motor sets 
in motion numerous machines of a similar character. 

The “ division of labour” consists in that a num¬ 
ber of various but interdependent machines operate 
on the same material until it acquires the finished 
form. When machinery is first introduced into an 
industry, the division of labour among the machines 
takes the form that existed in the period of manu¬ 
facture. For instance, in the woollen industry, the 
w'ork was divided among carders, wool-tombers, 
spinners, etc. Now we have carding and spinning 
machines instead of workers In the transition 
stage one operation is transferred to the machine, 
while another is still done by hand. Subsequentlv , 
of course, the method of division of labour changes. 

In the division of labour among machines, one 
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machine provides material for the other to work 
upon, just as one worker did for another in manu¬ 
facture. In the machines, as formerly in the hands 
of the workman, material is simultaneously in 
hand in all stages of production. The manufactur- 
ing group, i.c., the definite relation 111 the number 
of workers of various specialities, applies also to 
the “machine system,” i.e., the definite relation 
between the number, size and speed of various 
machines. Just as, for a definite iiuiifi'ier of spin¬ 
ners, it w'as nece.ssary to have a definite number 
of weavers to work up the material supplied, so for 
a definite number of spinning machines of a given 
construction it is necessary to have a definite num¬ 
ber of weaving looms of a given construction. 

From tliis it will be seen that it is the function 
of the hand w'orker rather than the worker himself 
that has been superseded by the machine 'I'lie 
productive operations of the former are consider¬ 
ably different from tho.sc of the machine worker ; 
the latter mainly directs and controls, while the 
former executed a given task. I'his is a highly 
important difference. 

It may be mentioned that, in the transitional 
stages, when the complete development of 
machinery had not yet been reached, it was neces¬ 
sary to have workers not only to mind and control 
the machines, but also to give the mechanical 111- 
.strument certain motions to which the machine 
had not yet been adapted. But the development 
of machinery tends to replace all these imperfect 
machines by automatic mechanism, whereby the 
working parts execute all the operations necessary 
for producing an article without the aid of a man’s 
hand. The more this tendency increa.ses, the more 
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does the labour of the worker at the machine ac¬ 
quire tlic character of former organised labour.' 

With regard to the productivity of labour, the 
chief advantage of machine over hand labour is 
that, however skilful a worker may be, he cannot 
work several instruments .simultaneously, since he 
has only two hands and two feet. At one time in 
Cermaiiv an attempt was made to compel workers 
to work two spinning wheels with two spindles at 
the .same time with both hands and feet, but this 
required .such intense exertion that no worker was 
capable of standing it for long. The machine, on 
the other hand, works several instruments simul¬ 
taneously. I'or instance, in modern spinning mills, 
one worker on a spinning wheel manages hundreds 
of spindles (already, in 1S87, in England the aver¬ 
age number of spindles managed by one worker 
was 333, and in tlfe best factory more than 400). 
Tf we add that the sjieed of a machine considerably 
exceeds that of a man, it will be evident what an 
enormous growth in the productivity of labour can 
be achieved with the aid of machinery’. In weav¬ 
ing, for instance, one worker at a power loom can 
turn out as much as forU- good hand weavers for¬ 
merly turned out. .Vt the end of the first half of 
last century it was calculated that half a million 
.spinners, working with the aid of machinery, 
turned out as much yarn as would require sc\cn- 
tcen mdlioii hand spinners. 

‘ Tn Ii.iikIr r.ifl prt)diu'tion orf^.iiiisinjr l.ihour wns little 
tlistinguislR'd from cxteutive I;d)Our, the journcMiicn or 
iii<i'..ter-craft‘.incii controlled and managed themselves 
iMainifacture develops the duision of the two forms of labour 
to the extreme and reduces it to absurdil> by coinerting 
the man into a machine The machine reconciles these 
opposites, gives to executive work the character of organis¬ 
ing work, and demands of the worker not only brute strength 
and mechanical habit, but also coinmonsense and will. 
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Tt will be appropriate here to quote some figures 
indicating the increase in the productivity of labour 
in the pm industry in the transition from handi¬ 
craft to manufacture and finally to machine pro¬ 
duction . 

A single worker carrying out all operations re¬ 
quired in the production of a pin would not be able 
to produce ten pins a day. Under manufacture, with 
division of labour among not more than ten wor¬ 
kers, the daily output was 480,000, t.c , 4,800 per 
man. A pin-making machine can turn out 180,000 
pins per day, and one workman can manage several 
machines simultaneously. .\n American factory 
with seventy machines turned out ’j\ million pins 
a day, and this required the labour of five workers ; 
con.sequently the average output for each worker 
was i] million pins per da\'.'^ 

At the present time man has at his command 
such a quantity of steam power as could take the 
place of i.\ milliard of workers, whereas the num¬ 
ber of human adult workers in the world is not 
more than 500-600 millions. 

Furthermore, machine production is progressing 
with increasing rapidity. The substitution of the 
power of nature for the strength of man, the appli¬ 
cation of machinery in production, opens up un¬ 
limited scope for the development of productive 
power and the growth of the power of the .social 
man over nature. 


‘ These figures must not be taken to mean that the 
socially necessary labour-time reijuired to produce pins 
diminishes in proportion to the increase in tlic average d.iilv 
ontjiut of each worker In tlie mechanical production of 
pins it IS necessary to expend an enormous (juantitv of 
labour on the construction of the niaehines, and this con- 
siderablj neutralises the effect of the above figures 
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(3) The Extension of Machine Production 
Is the machine always useful in production ’ 
Does it always increase the productivity of labour ^ 
The answer is, of course, only when it saves labour. 

Let us assume that a machine has been invented 
which, with one worker, turns out as much work 
as was formerly turned out by eleven men ; it will, 
therefore, have taken the jilace of ten workers. WT 
will assume that the machine wears out in 300 
days ; dunn;/ the period of its service it will, there¬ 
fore, have saved 3,000 working days. 

If it required 3,500 days’ labour to construct the 
machine, it would, of course, be stupid to employ 
it, because, instead of a sacing of labour, tliere 
would be a loss of 500 labour days E\eii if the 
construction of the machine required only 3,000 
days there would still be no advantage in using it, 
because it would save no labour. 

If, however, the machine cost only 2,500 labour 
days, it would then increase the productivity of 
labour ; it would be useful for production, because 
it would save 500 labour days 

The capitalist employer, however, who deter¬ 
mines whether the machine shall or shall not be 
introduced, does not regard the matter from this 
point of view. To him, in fact, it is a matter of 
indifference whether the machine sa\es labour or 
not; what is important for him is whether it will 
increa.se his profit The capitalist calculates how 
much money he will have to spend on the ])urchase 
of the machine and how much it will .sa\c him in 
wages. 

\Vc will assume that the machine .saves 3,000 
labour days and costs 2,5c')o labour days; at the 
same time the value of labour iiower for one day 
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is five hours’ simple labour, which is equal in 
price to, say, 2s. 6d., and the new value created 
by the worker in a day is equal to ten hours, or 5s. 

If the capitalist purchases this machine, he will 
have to pa3' another capitalist a sum of money that 
can be produced in 2,500 days, viz., £62^. If he 
does not purchase the machine, he, in.stead, will 
have to bu^' labour power for 3,000 labour days 
which the machine would ha\e .saved him. As tlic 
labour power for each da}' costs 2s 6d , he will 
have to pa\' ^^375 in wa^^es, i e., ,4.250 less than 
he would have paid for the machine. It is clear 
that it would not be advantageous for the capitalist 
to introduce the niachine, in spite of the fact that 
it increases the productivitx of labour. I'he fact 
is that, in purchasing the machine, the capitalist 
has to pa}' a sum of money equal to the whole sum 
of labour spent in its production, whereas, in pur¬ 
chasing labour power, he pays for only a pari of 
the labour which the labour power provides him. 

Even if the machine costs 1,500 labour days, 
which would be equal to it would not be to 

the advantage of the capitalist to introduce the 
machine; there would be neither profit nor loss, for 
3,000 working days also cost ,-4v5 

If, however, the machine co.st only 1,000 class’ 
labour, and the price were £2^0, it would then be 
advantageous for the capitalist to introduce it, for 
he would thus av'oid having to pav X37S wages, 
w'hich would be a saving of ,4i2S 

Thus it is not ahvays advantageous for the 
capitalist to introduce machinery, even if it in¬ 
creases the productivity of labour. The capitalist 
application of machinery is pos.sible only wdien its 
price is less than the price of the labour power it 
displaces. 
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I'ruin this it will he clear why a certain machine 
Is applied with advantage in some countries and 
not in others. For instance, certain machines in¬ 
vented in England are caintalistically advantage¬ 
ous only in America, where wages are higher than 
in hhigland. 'I'he lower wages are, the less advant¬ 
age does the machine bring to the capitalist, and 
the less is it applied (this is one of the mam rea¬ 
sons why the progress of inachiiie production, ])ar- 
ticularly in agriculture, was retarded in Russia), 

In spite of these limiting conditions, the adop¬ 
tion of machinery became rapidly widespread. It 
proceeded with definite consistency and in almost 
every case was the result, not of the casual direc¬ 
tion of tlie inventor’s phantasy to one or another 
object, but of the need for satisfy mg the require¬ 
ments of industry. To gi\e a concrete example 
of this we will examine the need for machinery 
arising m the textile mdustr} , and 111 what manner 
the introduction of machinery m one branch of 
the industry creates the need for the application of 
nuulimerv m other branches connected with it. 

E\en up to the middle of the eighteenth century 
tins mdustrv was organised mainly on the domestic 
capitalist basis. 'I'lie weaver was usually the head 
of the family, who worked on a hand loom in his 
own home. Ins wife and children doing the spin¬ 
ning. Under the.se conditions the weaving was 
done more rapidly than the spinning, and the spin¬ 
ners could not keep the wea\cr supplied with a 
constant siqiply of yarn. This difference m the 
.speed of the two operations was rendered still more 
acute by the iineiition of the self-acting shuttle 
which doubled the productivity of weaving. At 
the same time .spinning lagged behind even the 
production of raw cotton. The extent to which an 
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improvement was required in the spinning process 
may be judged from the fact that in England in 
1782 the whole output of raw cotton from the 
colonies for the three preceding 3'ears lay unspiin 
owing to the shortage of spinners, and would have 
lain untouched for a number of years more if the 
machine had not come to its relief. 

Then invention followed invention in this sphere. 
At first a machine was invented with eight spindle.s 
which could do the work of eight spinners. Later 
a further invention allowed this machine to be 
driven by evater power, and further there appeared 
a number of improvements which resulted not only 
in an increase in the output of yarn, but also in an 
improvement in its quality. 

Again, there wms a lack of co-ordination in the 
outputs of the various branches of the textile in¬ 
dustry, but this time it was in inverse proportion 
to that which formerly existed ; now it was the 
weaver who lagged behind the spinner. But the 
lack of co-ordination was removed in 1787 wnth the 
invention of the power loom. 

The extent to which manufacture facilitated the 
transition to machine production may be gauged 
from the fact that the first inventors were usually 
simple workmen w’ho had reived neither a general 
nor a technical education, but merely pos.sessed 
practical knowledge of their particular branch of 
industry". 

After a number of improvements in spinning and 
weaving the hitherto existing methods of bleaching 
cotton material became unsatisfactory. The pro¬ 
longed character of the proce.ss (several months) 
did not cau.se any inconvenience as long as spinning 
and weaving were done by hand and the output 
of cotton cloth was not very large. With the enor- 
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tiKHis increase in the productivity of spinning 
and weaving the necessity arose for tlie speeding 
up of the process of bleaching. The solution of 
this problem uas supplied by chemistry and, with 
the aiiplication of acids for bleaching, the process 
v\as reduced to several days’ and even several hours’ 
duration. 

I'or the same reason there were imiirovements in 
dyeing and calico printing. Further, in order to 
produce sufficient raw material for the machine 
spinning indu.stry, it was necessary considerably 
to increase the production of raw cotton. Hence 
the need for a spinning machine to clean the raw 
cotton from the seeds. With the aid of such a 
machine, invented in 17Q3, it was possible for one 
worker to clean 330 times as much cotton as was 
cleaned formerly. 

'J'hese changes did not affect the cotton industry 
alone ; they stimulated further changes elsewhere, 
d'hus, many of the machines invented would have 
proved useless if some new motive power had not 
been discovered capable of performing a larger 
quantity of work. The source of such power was 
the double action steam engine, etc. 

The result of a number of such innovations was 
an e.Ktraordinarv expansion of production. This 
created the necessity for new and improved means 
of communication. In ev^ry economic period the 
development of the means of communication is 
determined by the general development of produc¬ 
tion. The means of communication that were suf¬ 
ficient in the Middle Ages, for instance, proved in¬ 
adequate for the period of manufacture, and as a 
consequence navigation improved and high roads 
were laid down In the same way these proved in¬ 
adequate for machine capitalism with its enormous 
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productivity of labour the time had arrived for 
locomotives, railways, telegraphs, etc. 

Thus, owing to the close connection between the 
various branches of industry, machines were 
rapidly invented and introduced one after another, 
A specially large number were introduced in the 
short period covering the end of the eighteenth and 
the beginning of the nineteenth centuries. 

In agriculture the tran.sition to machinery took 
place later than in other industries. This is due 
to many cau.ses. In the first place, agriculture did 
not have to develop manufacturing division of 
labour which prepared the ground so well for 
machinery. Secondly, the introduction of machin¬ 
ery in agriculture did not lead to the same sharp 
changes in the productivity of labour as in indus¬ 
try. Finally, the relics of feudalism, which are 
preserved much longer in agriculture, were a con¬ 
siderable obstacle to technical progress in this 
sphere. The enslavement and poverty of the rural 
population enable the landlord to .secure labourers 
at .such low wages that he sees no advantage in 
substituting them by machinery. 

At the beginning of the machine jieriod machines 
were produced on the .system of manufacture. For 
the time being the machine industry was based on 
hand labour, and the development of the machine 
industry was necessarily slow. The machines cost 
much to produce, and were not sufficiently power¬ 
ful and efficient. In order that a machine may work 
well it i.s necessary that all its part should fit with 
minute exactness. Such exactne.ss is impossible 
with hand labour, even of the most skilled worker; 
it i.s possible only with the aid of machines. Fur¬ 
thermore, the productivity of labour was not suffi- 
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ciently large to permit of large-scale production of 
machinery such as is adopted to-day. 

When machinery began to be produced by 
machinery the last obstacle to the development of 
large-scale industry was removed, and it progressed 
with unparalleled rapidity. 

At the same time, science loiitinualK pro\cd it¬ 
self a faithful servant to capitalist jiroduction and 
most conscientiously carried out all the new de¬ 
mands made upon it 'file demand for iiuention 
on the part of capital caused a quickening in the 
supple of mental labour. Large enterfinses estab¬ 
lished special laboratories with large staffs of en¬ 
gineers for the purpose of improMiig macliines and 
the methods of production In this respect the 
cajiitalist governments m the majority of countiies 
played an even greater jiart in undertaking the 
organisation of technical education 

3. 'riif- Pkoci.ss oi' C\rrr\i,isT Prodichon 
The main feature of the capitalist system of [iro- 
duction is that it is conducted with the aid of wage 
labourers, that the worker sells hi>> labour jiowcr, 
tlidt lah(yu} is‘ a (iDutnodity. 

This arises, as h.is already been pointed out, 
from two conditions the first is that the worker 
is free—lie is not a slave or a serf—and may sell 
his labour jiower to any person at aiiv price ; tlie 
second is that he is also “ free” from tile means of 
production and, therefore, has no means of liveli- 
I’ood and is < to sell his labour power. 

.\s a commoditv , labour power is sold for a de¬ 
finite price, and the jirice of a commodity is deter¬ 
mined bv its value. Consequently the capitalist 
must buy labour power at its value. What, then. 
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is the value of labour power ? According to the 
definition of value as given previously, it is the 
amount of social labour necessary to produce labour 
power. How much .social labour is spent in “ the 
production of labour power” ? 

Labour power is the poivcr to it'ork, the ability 
of a worker to work. .A worker is able to work 
only when his requirements of life are .satisfied 
If a man has no means of eating, drinking, and 
clothing himself he cannot work, t.c., he has no 
labour power. If his requirements of life arc not 
satisfied to the full, then his labour power is 
diminished. 

Consequently, labour power is prod.uced by the 
satisfaction of the neces.sary requirements of the 
worker. Its value, therefore, is obviously the value 
of the necessary means of life with which these 
requirements are satisfied 

In one day a worker eats a certain quantity of 
bread and meat, and wears out a certain quantity of 
clothes, etc. The amount of labour required to 
supply him with all these things is the social value 
of labour power. As has been said, a unit of labour 
is represented by “one hour” of simple labour of 
average intensity. If the value of the necessities 
of a worker for one day is equal to five such 
“hours,” then the value of labour power is equal 
to five “ hours ” The price of labour power 
on the average should conform to this value, i.c., 
the workers should receive in the form of wages a 
sum of money the production of which should equal 
five hours of simple labour of the average intensitv. 
We will suppose that this .sum is equal to 2.s. 6d. ; 
then the price of labour power w'lll fluctuate about 

2S. 6d. 
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The “ necessary requirements" of the worker, 
which determine the value of the labour power, 
must not be taken to mean merely the “natural” 
fundamental requirements, but also the artificial 
requirements which have become habitual for the 
worker and which cannot be dispensed with. If the 
worker is accustomed to smoke, to read newspapers 
and to go to the theatre, tlieu the value of tobacco, 
newspapers and theatrical entertainments will enter 
into the value of the labour power, for if he does 
not satisfy these requirements his labour jiower will 
not reach its normal e.xtent 

'Pile need for continuing liis race is one of the 
fundamental necessary requirements of the worker 
.\t the same time this is also one of the require¬ 
ments of niduslty, for the continuation of industry 
demands that one generation of workers be followed 
by another For that reason the value of maintain¬ 
ing a family enters into the value of labour power. 

In practice, the market price of labour power 
does not always conform exactly to its value; 
sometimes it is higher and sometimes lower. But 
in this case, as with all commodities, competition 
tends to keep prices in conformity with social value. 
If the price falls below the standard, if the re¬ 
quirements of the worker are not fully satisfied, 
then his work deteriorates and falls below the stand¬ 
ard, or he may refuse to work at all at that jirice, 
and for one or other reason the .supply of labour 
power falls in comparison with the demand and 
the y>ricc rises (')n the vchole, under ordinary cir¬ 
cumstances, it is much more advantageous for the 
capitalist to pay not less than the value of labour 
yiower in order to receive good wcxik and the peace¬ 
ful conduct of hi.s busiiie.ss. It is unprofitable for 
him to pa\ more than the value, but iisuallc there 
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is no need for him to do so because, generally speak¬ 
ing his position in the market is more favourable 
than that of the seller of labour power. The latter 
sells his labour power because he lias no other means 
of livelihood, whereas the emphner, in the majority 
of cases, is not forced to employ a particular wor¬ 
ker ; there are others from among whom he can 
choose, and where capital is at all developed the 
amount of labour power in the market is nearlv al¬ 
ways greater than is directly required by 
employers. ‘ 

Wages provide the worker with the incans of 
life, but that is not the particular concern of the 
capitalist; he is toiiceriied with obtaining a profit 
from nature to that of conveying the finished pro¬ 
understand the origin of this jirofit it is necessary 
to exiilain how great is the value of the commodity 
produced by the worker and of what jiarts it is 
composed ; as the value of a commodity is deter¬ 
mined by its labour value, it is, therefore, neces¬ 
sary to commence with value. 

The social value of a commoditA’ is the sum of 
the social labour time spent in its production. It 
is evident that the value of a finished product con¬ 
tains a senes of expenditures of labour time, from 
the labour of obtaining the very first raw’ materials 
from nature to that of conveying the finished pro¬ 
duct from its place of jiroduction to its place of 
consumption For the sake of comenience we will 
exainine a edmrete case, and for the sake of brevity 

It IS necessary to say hcforeli.ind tliat caijitalisl rela¬ 
tions tlieniselvcs create a jx-rmanent surplus of labour jiower, 
tlis so-called “reserve army of industry ” In fact tlie 
))tnnaiv au tiiinilatioii ” of wage labour power in Kmojie 
created a consulcrablc surplus right from the beginning of 
the iiianufaetunng period. 
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call i\ unit of lalKnir time “an hour,” assuming by 
that an hour of simple labour of average intensity. 

A worker is making rifles. It is obvious that 
the value of a rifle includes first of all the value of 
all the materials of which it is made, iron, copper, 
wood, varnish, etc. W'e will assume that all these 
amount to 100 hours. Furthermore, rifles arc made 
with the assistance of tools lathes with various 
apiiliances, hammers, saws, files, etc. The \alue 
of these, however, does not really enter into the 
value of the rifle , more than one rifle can be made 
with these tools, and if we assume that they can 
last for 100 rifles, then one hundredth part of their 
value enters into the value of the rifle ; if only for 
ten, then one-tenth of their value entens the value 
of the rifle—in short the part corresponding to the 
wear and tear of the tools in the process of manu¬ 
facturing the article. If the value of the lathe is 
50,000 hours and can last for 5,000 rifles, then ten 
liours of its value enter into the value of the rifle ; 
if the value of the workshop is 1,000,000 hours and 
can turn out in its lifetime 200,000 rifles then fl\e 
hours of its value enters into the value of the rifle, 
etc. We will assume that the value of the wear 
and tear of the tools in the production of the rifle 
is 400 hours; that together with the value of the 
raw' material makes 500 hours. 

Now the artisan works on the rifle and, of course, 
his “ living" labour (in contradistinction to the 
“dead” labour, already embodied in the tools and 
raw material.s) enters into the .social value of the 
product. Of course, a rifle is not made by a single 
artisan, but by many workers on the principle of 
the division of labour, but this does not make anv 
difference to our argument; all we need do is cal¬ 
culate the sum of living labour. We will assume 
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that this sum is 250 units of labour, i.e., 250 hours. 
The value of the rifle will, therefore, be 750 hours. 

The usual price of such a rifle, according to the 
laws of exchange, will correspond to a sum of 
money which will “ cost” 750 hours—we will as¬ 
sume ;^i8 15s. In individual cases the capitalist will 
sell it dearer or cheaper, but the market price will 
tend to the level of its value and on the average 
will be near it. In our further argument we will 
assume that the labour of the worker is the simple 
labour of average intensity, and that an hour of 
this labour equals sixpence—the figure is arbitrary. 

The capitalist buys labour power at 2s. 6d. per 
day in accordance with its value which is equal to 
five “hours.” If the daily expienditure of labour 
power of the worker also produced only five hours 
what would the capitalist receive out of it ? 

He expended on the rifle: for materials and 
tools, ;^i2 los. (equalling 500 hours) ; for labour 
power, which he has to buy for 50 days at five 
hours a day = 250 hours, £6 5s. But the rifle sells 
for ;£i8 15s., because its value is 750 hours. The 
capitalist has neither profit nor loss, and to conduct 
his business on these lines is impossible. 

The reason is that the worker spends as much 
labour time during the day as is required to pro¬ 
duce his labour power—five hours ; thus, he re¬ 
ceives 2s. 6d. from the capitalist and adds 2s. 6d. 
in value to the product. The living labour of the 
worker creates no profit; no profit can be obtained 
from the dead labour; the 500 hours which have 
been spent on the tools and raw material remain 
500 hours, the labour power spent on the production 
is transferred to the product, but does not change, 
and the ^12 los. which the capitalist had to pay 
for them enters into the value of the product. 
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But the capitalist has bought the labour of a 
worker and has the right to dispose of it as he wills. 
His aim is to get the greatest possible profit. Now 
the labour power of a worker is sufficient for ten, 
twelve and even fifteen hours a day, and the capital¬ 
ist compels the worker to work not five, but, say, 
ten hours a day. The worker submits to this be¬ 
cause he has sold his labour power and the one 
who bought it legally has the right to dispose of 
it as he thinks fit. The production of rifles will 
now require not fifty working days, but twenty- 
five (twenty-five working days at ten hours per 
day = 250 hours). 

The capitalist .spends £12 los. for means of pro¬ 
duction, 2S. 6d.x25=;^3 2S. 6d. for labour j^ower, 
total £is I2S. 6d. The value of a rifle equals 
15s., and the result is ;^3 2s. 6d. profit. 

The profit originates in the following manner: 
the product of one day’s labour power cost five 
hours; its value is, therefore, five hours. The 
worker, however, works ten hours. He receives 
2S. 6d. per day as wages, but his labour during the 
period creates value to the amount of 5s. The 
£^ 2s. 6d. which the capitalist paid for the labour 
power represents 125 hours, and the total living 
labour power actually expended represents 250 
hours. The worker has not only replaced the values 
consumed in creating his own labour power, but has 
created additional value to the extent of 125 hours 
at five hours per day. This new value is called 
“ surplus value” and is the source of the profit of 
the capitalist. 

The first five hours of the daily expenditure of 
labour power of the worker represent what is 
called necessary labour time, i.e., the time in which 
the worker replaces the value of his labour power. 
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The remaining hours represent suy[ylus labour 
time, I.C., the time spent on surplus labour. 

Thus, although labour power is a commodity, it 
nevertheless has a peculiar quality: its consump¬ 
tion creates values considerably greater than its 
own. The whole purpose and aim of production for 
the capitalist is, by applying the labour power of 
wage workers to certain values belonging to him 
embodied in means of production, to secure surplus 
value which on the sale of the product takes the 
money form of value. For the capitalist, his capital 
is a "self-increasing value.” 

In the above example the capitalist invested 
capital in his business—money representing ;{ii5 
los., corresponding to 625 hours of "dead labour.” 
Of these, the 500 hours embodied in the tools and 
raw material entered into the value of the product 
without change; they were “ preserved” in the pro¬ 
cess of production, but took no jiart in the creation 
of surplus value. This is what is known as the 
“ constant part of capital ” or, briefly, constant 
capital. The remaining 125 hours representing the 
value of the labour power purchased by the capital¬ 
ist possess quite another quality; these are not 
merely “ preserved” in the labour process, in the 
process of being consumed by the capitalist, but add 
250 hours of “ living” labour to the general value 
of the product which thus undergoes a quantitive 
change; it is increased by 125 hours of surplus 
value. This is the “ variable part of capital” or 
variable capital. 

Thus, it is only variable capital, with which 
labour power is purchased, which really creates 
surplus value; constant capital, i.e., means of pro¬ 
duction, does not possess this quality. 
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The relation of surplus value to variable capital 
or, what is the same thing, the relation of surplus 
labour time to necessary labour time, is called the 
rate of surplus value. In the example quoted above, 
the daily expenditure of 2s. 6d. variable capital is 
accompanied by an expenditure of five hours of 
surplus labour which also represents 2s. 6d. ; the 
rate of surplus value is, therefore, 100 per cent. 
Obviously, the rate of surplus value can serve as 
a measure of the gain which the capitalist receives 
out of the labour power he purchases, the measure 
of exploitation. For that reason it would be cor¬ 
rect to call it also “the rate of exploitation.” 

'I'he es.sentials of capitali.st production consist in 
that labour power, having become a commodity and 
been acquired by the capitali.st with the aid of his 
variable capital, is consumed in production ; while 
being consumed it reproduces its own value and in 
addition creates surplus value, which is the source 
of the “ profit” of the capitalist class. 

Among economi.sts the opinion reigned that the 
profits of the capitalist class are not created in 
production, but in exchange—that profits come 
from selling commodities above their values. Thus, 
a commodity, the value of which is 100 hours, and 
(in accordance with the value) the price £2 los., 
is exchanged for a commodity the value of which 
is no hours and the price £2 15s., the profit thus 
being 5s. As a matter of fact, only individuals can 
grow rich in this manner; the profits of the capital¬ 
i.st rJass cannot be so explained. If the first capital¬ 
ist received a commodity worth £2 15s , in exchange 
for a commodity worth £2 los., then the second 
capitalist on the other hand received a commodity 
worth £2 Tos. in exchange for one worth £2 15s., 
and thus suffered a loss. Taking them both to- 
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gether, neither received either profit or loss. Be¬ 
fore the exchange took place the value of the com¬ 
modities in their hands was /.5 5s. and after the 
exchange the value remained the same, the only 
difference being that one had more and the other 
less. Even if we assume that every .seller cheats 
the buyer, we have to take into consideration that 
the seller also becomes a buyer and will, therefore, 
be cheated in his turn. 

If there were no .source of profit but exchange 
the capitalist class would not be able to exist. 

4. Thk Inki.uknck of Deyflopinc; C.^pitaust 
Enterprises on Backward Forms of Production 

Manufacture arose and dei^eloped amidst a com- 
]dex combination of divcr.se economic forms. In the 
city manufacturing industries there dominated the 
dome.stic form of capitalist production, but consider¬ 
able remnants of the handicraft .system and the cor¬ 
porations peculiar to it were still preserved. In the 
villages numerous fragments of the natural self- 
sufficing system prevailed, t.c., small farms with 
various subsidiary occupations Merchant capital 
endeavoured to extend its organising exploiting ac¬ 
tivity over them. This it was unable to do; it 
succeeded to a considerable extent, but not com¬ 
pletely owing to the obstacles in its path presented 
by the numerous relics of feudal relations The 
process of decay and the removal of the remaining 
forms commenced as a consequence of the develop¬ 
ment of merchant capital and proceeded much more 
rapidly under the influence of industrial capitalism. 

In the competition between large-scale manufac¬ 
ture and petty handicraft forms of production, the 
former proved the .stronger and squeezed out the 
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latter. The high productivity of technical-divisional 
labour led to a considerable reduction in the values, 
and consequently in the prices, of commodities 
against which the handicraftsmen could not stand. 
For that reason handicraft in those industries em¬ 
braced by manufacture rapidly declined, and the 
number of the.se industries continually increased. 

In order to at least temporarily maintain them¬ 
selves in this unequal competition the guild crafts¬ 
men had at all costs to increase the productivity of 
labour or, at least, to increase its exploitation. As 
a result the symptoms of decay of the old craft 
organisations, which to a lesser degree were already 
observed in the preceding period (for instance, in 
the development of the .spirit of exclusiveness among 
the master-craftsmen, the tendency to place all 
possible obstacles in the way of journeymen becom¬ 
ing independent craftsmen, the breakdown of the 
former direct ties between the master-craftsman and 
his journeymen, the severe .struggle between the 
organisations of the former and the latter, and the 
loo.sening of the ties within the guilds expressed in 
the endeavour of individual members to evade the 
embarrassing rules of the guild and to exploit their 
fellow-guildsmen by means of merchant capital), 
became more marked in the period of manufacture. 
The vitality of the guilds had diminished. 

In accordance with the law general for all obsolete 
forms the guilds ceased to be .socially useful, and 
became even harmful as an obstacle to further de¬ 
velopment. Having a monopoly of production of 
the market in the majority of towns, the guilds con¬ 
siderably hindered the development of manufacture. 
At the same time masses of the “ surplus popula¬ 
tion” sought a market for their labour power, while 
the existing enterprises were not all able to absorb 
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them. 'L'he interests of the greater part of society 
demanded the further development of manufacture, 
and for this it was necessary to have the freedom 
of capital, the abolition of the hindrances and privi¬ 
leges of the guilds. 

Defending their narrow interests, the guilds 
showed irreconcilable hostility to technical progress 
which threatened the doom of the small producer. 
Taking advantage of their social importance, and 
their influence on the government, the guilds ex¬ 
erted all efforts to prevent the introduction of new 
inventions into social technique, and frequently se¬ 
cured the destruction of the invention together with 
the inventor. These facts revealed with particular 
clearness the reactionary role of the old organisa¬ 
tions. 

In this manner the coirsciousness gradually 
.spread among the indu.strial clas.ses, both bourgeois 
and proletarian, of the necessity of abolishing the 
guild system. The activity of the State to an in¬ 
creasing degree was directed against these obsolete 
organisations. 

Having lost their social importance the guilds be¬ 
gan to lose their power. In the first place, they 
lost their former independence. The royal author¬ 
ity assumed to it.self the right to grant the title of 
master to a craftsman, and energetically u.sed this 
right for the purpo.se of increasing the royal reven¬ 
ues. The granting of these patents opened wide 
scope for arbitrariness. A patent granted by one 
ruler would be declared annulled by his .successor 
for the simple reason that he too needed money. 
As has been pointed out, the privilege of evading 
the rules of the guild was often given instead of 
the right to the title of master. Most frequently 
both these rights were sold at the same time. 
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In spite of their weakened authority, the guilds 
even in England in the first half of the eighteenth 
century endeavoured to hold up the victorious 
march of capitalist development. It is known, for 
instance, that the (Glasgow Corporation of Mechan¬ 
ics, on learning that James W'att, while not being 
a member of the corporation, was working on a 
model of the steam engine, prohibited him from 
continuing his work. 

Such actions, however, were becoming rare in 
this period particularly in view of the fact that in 
the young cotton industry, which laid the basis of 
English capitalism, there were no guild organisa¬ 
tions. Generally speaking all regulation of indus¬ 
try in England disappeared of itself, and the law of 
1814 simply confirmed what had already become 
a custom. In France, the abolition of the guild 
system by legislation began fifteen years before the 
great revolution which at one sweep (1789) abol¬ 
ished all its relics. But even before that the guilds 
were hardly able to maintain their existence ow¬ 
ing to the presence of the competition of manufac¬ 
ture and dome.stic capitalist production. 

Of the advanced countries, guild privileges con¬ 
tinued longest in Prussia w'here they were actually 
abolished by the edict of 1810. The latest attempt 
to return to them, undertaken by the German 
craftsmen during the revolutionary period of 1848, 
was, of cour.se, merely a reactionary Utopia; to 
abolish the freedom of trade as the Frankfort 
craftsmen’s parliament demanded in 1848, at a time 
when hundreds of factory chimneys had reared their 
columns over Germany, meant turning back the 
wheel of economic development; such attempts 
were doomed to failure. 
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During the period of serfdom and at the begin¬ 
ning of the manufacturing period, subsidiary in¬ 
dustries were widespread among the peasant popu¬ 
lation. The most important of these were the 
production of clothing, spinning, weaving, sewing 
and then followed the production of many of the 
necessary domestic utensils. 

The products of these subsidiary industries were 
partly consumed in the hou.sehold of the producer 
and partly sold. With the development of the 
money relation, with the transformation of the 
serf dues from payment in kind to money 
payments, and particularly with the appearance of 
merchant capitalism upon the scene, production for 
sale in the subsidiary industries became decidedly 
more prominent than production for use. At the 
same time, the organisation of these industries be¬ 
coming dependent on the market, assumed the form 
of domestic capitali.st production 

The transition to manufacture in this sphere 
took place very gradually. Manufacture in the 
villages for a long time bore the traces of the “ sub¬ 
sidiary” character of the industries in which it 
arose The workers in these industries did not 
work in them exclusively; in the summer they re¬ 
turned to their agricultural work, and manufacture 
either wholly or partly came to a standstill. Fre¬ 
quently the general economic backwardness of the 
village led to the decay of manufacture. The 
capitalist found it more profitable to allow the peas¬ 
ant to carry on his work at home as a subsidiary 
industry. This is explained by the low standard of 
requirements of the peasant and the fact that the 
subsidiary employment was of secondary import¬ 
ance as compared with agriculture; the product^ 
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of home industry could be sold very cheaply in spite 
of the backwardness of technique. 

This splitting up of the factory, based mainly 
upon hand labour, took place in Russia. In the 
first half of tlie nineteenth century, and even before 
that, a peculiar process is observed of the break¬ 
ing up of large-.scale production into smaller pro¬ 
ductive units. Work in the cotton weaving mills 
diminished, but around the factories home indu.s- 
tries developed with remarkable rapidity. From 
1836 to 1867, the number of workers employed in 
the cotton weaving mills declined from 95,000 to 
75,000, but at the same time the import of raw 
cotton into Russia rose from 14,416 tons to 46,083 
tons. All the raw material that was not worked up 
in the mills was given out to the home workers, 
and many cotton weaving mills were converted into 
work distributing centres, i.c , typical organisations 
of merchant capitalism. The employer found it 
more profitable to exploit the peasants in their own 
huts than to collect them into his factory. For 
the peasants, groaning under the yoke of serfdom, 
weaving provided a .subsidiary but regular means 
of existence. The development of home industry 
was not hampered by technical difficulties for the 
reason that a weaving loom at that period could 
as easily be put up in the pieasant’s home as in a 
factory. This primitiveness of technique was one 
of the main reasons why the work distributing en¬ 
terprises could easily compete with the mill owners. 
Frequently the former out-competed the latter, for 
the long working day put in by the peasant, his 
inhuman exploitation of his family, and the in¬ 
creased intensity of his labour more than compen¬ 
sated for the advantages of large-scale production. 

This decline of the factory, this reversion of 
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industrial capitalism, was merely a passing phase, 
and was abolished by the further progress of tech¬ 
nique. The substitution of the mechanical loom 
for the hand loom, which took place in Russia be¬ 
tween i860 and 1876, was fatal to home industry. 
Its effect upon the home workers was not less dis¬ 
astrous in Russia than upon the handweavers in 
England. The application of the mechanical looms 
led to a colossal increase in the number of workers 
employed in factories and to the progressive econo¬ 
mic degeneration of home industry. During the 
thirty years between 1866 and 1895 the number of 
workers employed in cotton mills increased from 
75,000 to 242,000, and the number of home workers 
employed on cotton weaving declined from 66,000 to 
20,000; in other words in 1866 the number of wor¬ 
kers in this industry employed in their homes re¬ 
presented 55 per cent, of the total, while in 1895 
the proportion had dropped to 8 per cent. 

At the same time production for direct consump¬ 
tion also declined. Manufacture created an enor¬ 
mous demand for raw material, and it became more 
profitable for the peasants to sell it than to work 
it up for themselves. Furthermore the better ap¬ 
pearance of the factory-made goods and their com¬ 
parative cheapness made the peasants prefer them 
to their own products. 

This with the progress of technique in large- 
scale production completed the social division of 
labour; agriculture was separated from the manu¬ 
facturing industry, and the peasant either went t.o 
the factory or confined him.self to agriculture. 

At the same time agriculture partly lost its 
stability, and the force of its resistance to the newly 
developing economic forpis declined, owing to its 
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having lost tlie support it formerly received from 
the subsidiary industries. 

Such is the main tendency of the development of 
industrial capitalism. In the epoch of manufacture, 
the first stage of industrial capitalism, it appears 
in a comparatively weak form, sometimes even is 
completely concealed by the rise of some new, and 
the development of some former subsidiary, indus¬ 
tries : the supplying of raw materials for manufac¬ 
ture becomes a more profitable business, and the 
peasant, either independentl}^ or with the assist¬ 
ance of the capitalist, undertakes the working up of 
these materials if the technique of the work per¬ 
mits it. In the period of machinery home industry 
dies out rapidly. 

In agriculture capitalism does not develop as 
rapidly and as successfully as in the manufacturing 
industry. 

The technique of agriculture does not permit of 
the same wide division of labour that is possible 
in manufacture. Is it possible, for instance, to sub¬ 
divide an operation like ploughing ? Further¬ 
more, different kinds of agricultural work are car¬ 
ried out at different times, which still furtlier de¬ 
creases the importance of the technical division of 
labour in this sphere. 

For that rea.soii, in the period of manufacture 
large-scale and petty farming hardly differ in the 
productivity of labour, and the latter can there¬ 
fore successsfully hold its own in competition with 
the former. 

Nevertheless, large-scale farming from the very 
first enjoys a certain technical advantage, par¬ 
ticularly in obtaining means of production from the 
market and supplying finished products. Naturally 
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the technique of large-scale farming develops more 
rapidly. For all that, petty farming for a long 
time continues to hold its own in competition with 
it. Only an enormous expenditure of labour power 
permits the small farmer to withstand competition, 
so that on the whole his labour is badly paid. 

5. The CiRCHL.'VTioN OF Money. 

The main and almost the sole method of distri¬ 
bution in capitali.st society is exchange, i.e., 
unorganised market distribution. In the process of 
exchange every social class, and every member of 
that class, receives his share of the social product. 
Direct social distribution is usually preserved 
within the family. 

'The progress of the circulation of money corres¬ 
ponds to a considerable development of exchange. 
In capitali.st production money is an essential 
driving power; without it, capitalism is impossible. 
With money the capitalist secures the means of 
production and labour power. When by the mutual 
operation of the elements of production a product 
is obtained, the capitalist sells it again for money. 
With part of this monev he buys more labour 
power, tools, and raw materials, and the commodity 
is again .sold. vSubsequently the commodity pas.ses 
from hand to hand until it reaches the consumer, 
and all this again is done with the aid of money. 

Thus, for the normal process of capitalism, it is 
to a high degree necessary that money should cir¬ 
culate correctly and unhindered, and that the 
supply of money should correspond with the 
demand. How is this achieved? 

As has been shown, money represents a form of 
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value which can be i,aved for an indefinite time and 
accumulated in unlimited quantities. This gives 
rise to a desire to save and accumulate it. As a 
consequence the general sum of money in a country 
under the exchange system nearly always exceeds 
the sum immediately required for circulation. The 
whole of the surplus remains outside the sphere 
of circulation, in the pockets or the coffers and 
vaults of its owners, and .serves as a moniy hoard. 

It is owing to the existence of this hoard that the 
supply of money can under ordinary conditions 
easily and rapidly fit in with the demand 

The demand for money is determined by the 
combination of circumstances of exchange and 
credit. As has already been shown, the extent of 
this demand over a certain period is determined by 
adding to the sum of prices of commodities sold in 
the market the sum of postponed payniento made 
during the period, minus those which mutually 
eliminate each other, and dividing the result by 
the average number of money turnovers made. 
Consequently the fluctuation of money depends 
either upon a change in the quantity and the prices 
of goods on the market, a change in the extent and 
the technique of credit, or a change in the rapidity 
of the circulation of money. 

We will assume that during the period of one 
week the general sum of prices of commodities as 
sold in the market is £joo,ooo, the sum of post¬ 
poned payments, minus those mutually eliminating 
each other, £50,000, and the number of turnovers 
one. In that case the amount of money required 
will be £150,000. During the following week 
owing to the increase in the quantity or in the 
prices of commodities the general sum of prices 
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equals Xi5‘J)000, other commodities remaining the 
same. The extra ;if,5o,ooo has to be made up by 
the purchases of commodities out of the hoards, 
otherwise the commodities cannot be acquired. The 
supply of money has thus been increased by 
£^0,000 and the hoard reduced by that amount. 
On the other hand, if the sum of prices had not in¬ 
creased, but decreased, that part of the money, 
instead of being used as payment for goods, would 
go into the pockets of its owners and thus increase 
the money hoard. 

The same thing happens in the event of an in¬ 
crease or decrea.se of the sum of postponed pay¬ 
ments. In this connection the technique of credit 
plays an important part. With the development of 
financial institutions there develops a “ gyro- 
circulation ” the essence of which is a follows : 
Individual enterprises keep their money in banks 
on current account, the banks in this case acting 
as the cashiers for these enterprises. Let us 
assume that Smith having money on current 
account in a certain bank has to pay a certain sum 
of money to Jones, who also has money deposited 
on current account in the same bank. To do this, 
Smith sends a written request to the bank (i.e., 
writes a cheque) asking the bank to transfer that 
sum of money from his account to that of Jones. 
Thus Smith settles with Jones without the employ¬ 
ment of money. But various people may keep their 
money in various banks. In view of this, special 
institutions are established, known as bankers’ 
clearing houses, which balance the accounts 
between the banks. The bankers’ clearing house 
compares the sum of money which a bank has to 
pay with the sum which it has to receive, and only 
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the difference is paid over in money. If there 
were no credit institutions to compare and transfer 
the debts of various enterprises then a greater 
quantity of money would be required by the credit 
market. It would be necessary to settle such debts 
with sums of money which would mutually 
eliminate each other if they were simultaneously 
declared and mutually transferred. The sum of 
such debts would increase the amount of money in 
circulation instead of allowing it to be placed in 
the hoard. 

Eet us now suppose that with a constant sum of 
prices amounting to ;i(^ioo,ooo, and a constant sum 
of postponed payments amounting to £50,000, the 
number of the turnovers increases from one to two. 
Commodities and money circulate more rapidly. 
The market then is able to make use of the same 
sum of money not once but twice. For instance, 
a capitalist for £too is able to buy means of pro¬ 
duction, later on he recovers this money by the 
sale of commodities, and with it buys fresh means 
of production, i.c., in purchasing £200 worth of 
commodities he only uses £too in money. The 
money market con.sequently requires £75,000 in¬ 
stead of £150,000, and the remaining £75,000 is 
left in the pockets of the owners and goes to in¬ 
crease the hoard. With the reduction in the 
rapidity of commodity money, circulation takes an 
opposite direction and part of the hoard enters into 
the sphere of circulation 

Thus, with the normal course of business the 
supply of money corresponds to the demand. The 
hoard serves as a reserve from which money flows 
in the event of necessity in the sphere of circula¬ 
tion, and into which it flows in the opposite event 
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of there being a superfluity of money in the 
market. 

With the development of capitalist society the 
sum of money circulating in the market grew 
much more rapidly than in the hoard ; but the 
hoard also had to increase, otherwise it would in 
the course of time be inadequate for the regulation 
of the enormous money market and its fluctuations. 
The production of money necessarily had to in¬ 
crease. And, indeed, the very first steps of 
capitalism in Europe were marked by the un¬ 
paralleled import of the precious metals from the 
newly discovered countries, particularly America. 
The importance of the flow of money, however, 
diminished to a certain extent owing to the fact 
that the value of money, and consequently its pur¬ 
chasing power, decreased as compared with the 
Middle Ages. This, in turn, was determined by 
the greater ease with which the money metal was 
obtained, the amount of social labour power em¬ 
bodied in a given sum of money being in conse¬ 
quence considerably less. 

Things were not limited to masses of precious 
metals being thrown into circulation. The demand 
for money increased with enormous rapidity which 
in course of time created the necessity for the 
application, in addition lo the metal money, of so- 
called banknotes. 

The essential feature of the banknote, which 
equally with metal money carries out the function 
of means of exchange, is best explained by the 
manner in which it arose. 

As we already know, the Middle Ages were dis¬ 
tinguished by the diversity of coinage. Almost 
every feudal lord coined money according to his 
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own fashion. This led to extreme confusion in tlie 
circulation of money, and large numbers of people 
failed to understand the values of various coins. To 
fi.x the denomination and value of coins became the 
function of expert.s—the medimval “ bankers ” 
whose chief occupation was tlie excliange of 
various coinage. 

The merchants took the money to these 
“ bankers ” and exchanged it in accordance with 
their requirements, or left their capital in the 
banks for safety. Tn the latter ca.se the bankers 
expressed the sums deposited with them in a single 
money unit, and registered that sum in the name 
of the depositor. Each new deposit and withdrawal 
was, of course, entered in the account of the 
depositor, who paid the banker a certain sum for 
carrying out the functions of cashier for him 

vSuch banks first arose 111 the merchant towns of 
Italy. At first a merchant, desiring to pay his 
creditors, had to appear personally at tlie bank to 
withdraw the sum he required in order to hand 
to the proper person If the creditor had an 
account at the same bank, the. merchant requested 
that the necessary sum be transferred to the former 
Tn course of time, however, this operation became 
much simpler. 'I'he bankers began to issue to 
their clients special deposit receipts certifying the 
receipt of certain moneys by the bank ; when the 
depositor wi.shed to pav his creditors he simply 
wrote an order to pay the necessarv sum on the 
banker’s receipt with which the creditor could at 
any time receive metal money from the banker. 'I'o 
the extent that the bankers enjoyed the confidence 
of the merchants, persons receiving these orders or 
cheques did not hasten to exchange them at the 
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(or metal money, hut tept them or put them 

into further circulation. 

The hankers began to observe that a considerable 
part of the deposit receipts issued by them was 
not presented for exchange for corresponding sums 
of money, and that a certain part of the money de¬ 
posited with them remained untouched. This 
induced them, apart from tho.se receipts issued to 
depositors corresponding exactly to the sums 
deposited, to issue other receipts not backed by 
metal money. Experience taught the bankers what 
proportion of the documents issued by them were 
not presented to be cashed, and in accordance with 
that they were able to determine the general sum 
of credit notes not backed by metal money they 
could issue without risk of being unable to pay in 
casli wlien called upon. 

This operation was given the name of hank 
eniisstons and the money tokens they issued were 
called banknotes. 

With the development of capitalism the emission 
banks acquired enormous importance in all 
advanced countries. Side by side with the growth 
of exchange there grew also a demand for money 
tokens. Sufficient quantities of these tokens were 
issued by the emission banks. The latter 
diminished the need for metal money and saved the 
capitalist system that mass of social labour which 
would have been spent in obtaining the precious 
metals if banknotes had not been used. 

At the present time emission banks are either in 
the hands of the State (like the Russian State 
Bank) or of private limited companies (like the 
Bank of England, the Bank of France, etc.). In 
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the latter cases they are subject to the strict con¬ 
trol of the State and bear a semi-official character. 

The quantity of nionev tokens, as we have seen, 
IS determined by economic laws. The issue of 
banknotes in excess of this quantity creates a 
superfluity of money in the country. If ibis were 
a superfluity of metal money, it would be witli- 
drawn from circulation and would form a hoard, 
only the amount required for exchange remaining 
in circulation. Where there is both metal money 
and banknotes, everyone, of course, prefers to have 
a “ hoard ” not of banknotes but of gold. For that 
reason every over-issue of banknotes causes an in¬ 
crease in the demand to exchange these into gold. 
Under such circumstances, the bank may find itself 
in difficulties or even become bankrupt. In order 
to avoid this the vState conducts the operations of 
the emission banks within strictly defined limits 
established by the laws of the country. 

The limitation of the issue of banknotes varies 
in different countries. In Austria-Hungary, for 
instance, two-thirds of the banknotes in circulation 
must be backed by gold. If the total exceeds 
200,000,000 guldens, the Government imposes a 5 
per cent, tax on the surplus. The same principle 
is adhered to in the German emission banks. In 
Russia prior to the war the tmglish system 
operated. According to the law of 1897 the State 
Bank had the right to issue credit notes to the value 
of 600,000,000 roubles with a gold backing of 
300,000,000 roubles. All the notes issued in excess 
of 600,000,000 had to be backed by gold. The 
emission right of the State Bank, i e., the right to 
issue credit notes not backed by gold, was there¬ 
fore for 300,000,000 roubles. 
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In .spite of the legal limitation of the bank issues, 
the State frequently uses the emission banks for its 
own purposes. In this it is guided not by the needs 
of circulation, but by the interests of its treasury-. 
The issue of banknotes serves the purpose of loans 
without interest; the State prints “ credit notes ” 
and with them pa^ss for government contracts, ser¬ 
vices, etc (lOvernments frequently resort to this 
method when they are particulary in need of money 
and the customary revenues from taxation are in¬ 
adequate. (loveriiments find themselves in this 
position during periods of war, revolution, etc 
Rut the excessive issue of banknotes by the govern¬ 
ments creates the situation described above. The 
number of banknotes presented for exchange for 
gold increases and the government has to declare 
a cessation of their exchange. 

The government bv law compels the citizens to 
accept the nicvr/ningcali/c “ paper money and 
itself accepts it in payment of taxes, etc The 
circulation of banknotes under .such conditions 
becomes converted into the circulation of paper 
money. This conversion of banknotes into inex¬ 
changeable paper money took place in nearly all 
the belligerent countries, including Russia, where 
the exchange of credit notes for gold was stopped 
on July 26, iqi/j 

Gold does not circulate side by side with inex- 
changeable paper notes; it either goes into the 
hoard or is sent abroad in payment for imported 
goods. Only paper money remains in the sphere 
of home circulation, it is not accepted abroad, and 
as a hoard it is rather doubtful and unreliable. 
As a result, the amount of paper money is in excess 
of the requirements of circulation, and has then to 
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fulfil the function that a considerably smaller 
quantity of paper money formerly fulfilled. This 
leads to the depreciation of paper money and a 
corresponding rise in prices of commodities 

Tf metal iiioney remains in circulation side by 
side with paper money, the former is valued higher 
than the latter. An agio is established for the 
metal money, that is to say, a certain addition is 
made to each unit of metal money or, on the con- 
trar\^ a certain deduction is made from the nominal 
value of the paper money when exchanged for gold 
Cases of establishing agios are by no means rare 
in the history of money circulation. 

The great P'rench Revolution gave some striking 
facts in this connection. In 1790 the National 
Assembly converted its assignats (a type of State 
loan) into paper money When these assignats 
were comparatively few in number their value was 
not much different from the value of metal money ; 
but immediately the issue of assignats increased 
they began to fall in value. Thus at the beginning 
of 1791, when there was less than one milliard 
francs (or to be exact livre.s—a metal livre eauals 
81 /80 of a pre.sent franc) of assignats, one could get 
ninety-one metal livres for too assignats In 
January, 1793, when the number of assignats 
reached to almost three milliard francs, they de¬ 
preciated to 51 per cent A further issue increased 
their number to forty-six milliards and led to their 
catastrophic depreciation In March, 1706, only 
one-third of a metal franc was given for 100 
assignats, that is 300 times less than their nominal 
value. Things reached such a pitch that a veal 
cutlet cost 650 francs, a pike 1,000 francs, a 
pastry fifty francs, etc. In Russia the deprecia-. 
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tion of credit notes, which resulted from an over 
issue at the end of the eighteenth and the beginning 
of the nineteenth centuries, reached twenty kopeks 
silver and, as m the former example, their depre¬ 
ciation proceeded parallel with the increase in 
their number. 

The price of a banknote in paper money ex¬ 
pressed in metal is called the rule. Within a given 
country there is no fluctuation in the rate of bank¬ 
notes ; in the foreign market the fluctuations are 
confined within very close limits. In international 
trade, goods are paid for not in metal money but 
with bills, I.C., a kind of credit note drawn up in 
a certain form. We will assume that a Russian 
merchant A dispatches a cargo of wheat to an 
English merchant C; an English manufacturer I) 
sells some machinery of the same value as the 
wheat to a Russian manufacturer B. B then buys 
the bill on the Englishman C from A, and sends 
it to the Englishman D, who secures the settlement 
of his account on the bill from C. There is no 
need to send any money, and the risk of sending 
twice is avoided. Banknotes play the same role, 
and are regarded on the international market as 
obligations of the country which issues them. If 
the sum which a given country has to pay another 
country during a definite period of time (for 
commodities or interest on a loan) is greater than 
the sum which the latter has to pay the former, 
then a .surplus of banknotes or bills of the first 
country is formed on the international market. 
This leads to an increase in their supply on the 
international market. As the demand for them is 
small they begin to depreciate, but the extent of 
the depreciation is limited, 
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We will assume that in Germany there accumu¬ 
lated a superfluity of Russian bills and credit notes 
that exceeded the sum which Germany required to 
cover her current obligations to Russia. In that 
event there would be small demand for Russian 
bills and credit notes, and no one would give full 
face value (on the pre-war calculation of 216 marks 
for 100 roubles) for them. The rate of the rouble 
would decline, and would sink so low that the 
owner of Russian credit notes would prefer not to 
sell them, but to send them to St. Petersburg and 
exchange them for gold roubles which were always 
expressed in an equal sum of German gold marks. 
The transfer of Russian gold to Berlin together 
with packing and insurance at that time cost 81 
kopeks for 100 roubles. Deduct 0.81 per cent, from 
the normal value of the rouble and you will get the 
limit below which the rate of Russian credit notes 
in Berlin could not fall. If there proved to be an 
insufficiency of Russian credit notes in Germany, 
then the rate of exchange would turn in favour 
of Russia, but it could not rise higher than 0.81 
per cent, above the normal rate. Thus the fluctua¬ 
tion of the rate of exchange of Russian credit notes 
in Germany was limited to 1.62 per cent., that is 
counting both rise and fall. From the above ex¬ 
ample it will be clear that the fluctuations of the 
rate of exchange depend on the distance between 
countries. The difference between the highest and 
lowest rate of Russian credit notes in England was 
3 roubles 61 kopeks for 100 roubles, in Pans 4 
roubles 2 kopeks, and in New York 9 rouble.s 
2 kopeks, etc. 

With iiiexchangeable paper money things are 
quite different. The fall in their rate of exchange 
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is in no way limited. It may fall as a result of 
the economic causes quoted above, and also as a 
result of political cause.s, c lack of confidence 
in the government which issues them may cause its 
rate of exchange to fall considerably below the nor¬ 
mal. A fall in the rate of exchange naturally causes 
a rise in the prices of all commodities within the 
country, while a rise on the other hand cau.ses a 
fall in prices. Rut a fluctuation in prices does not 
follow immediately after a change in the rate of 
exchange. The prices most readily alTected arc 
those of commodities manufactured i)rincj2xally for 
export and those of commodities imported from 
abroad. This is due to the fact that the rate of 
exchange of ])aper money is determined first of all 
111 tlie foreign market; it cannot be determined with 
precision in the home money market because the 
metal money which established the rate of paper 
money hardly circulates there. The prices of those 
commodities which are produced mainly for home 
consumption and only partly imported or exported 
change much more slowly, and the last of all to 
change are the prices of those commodities which 
are produced wholly for home coiisumiitioii. Among 
tliese latter must be includecl labour power. For 
that reason a fall in the rate of exchange is disad¬ 
vantageous to the working class; the prices of the 
necessities of life ri.se more rapidE" than wages, 
and the caiiitalists never ha.sten to raise wages in 
accordance wnth the rise in the co.st of living. 

Inexchangcable money is therefore a very un¬ 
stable measure of values. It is extremely incon¬ 
venient for the exchange system becau.se commercial 
calculations with it become impossible. To trade 
with a sovereign which is continually changing its 



ECONOMIC vSCIENCK 


271 


value is like trying to measure with a yardstick 
that continually changes its length. 

Tn order to avoid such an abnormal situation, 
every country with a paper currency strives to re¬ 
establish metal currency, and consequently a more 
stable money unit. In the first decade of the last 
century, Russian assignats fell very low, and in 
addition the rate fluctuated considerably. When 
further issue of assignats cea.sed they became more 
stable and fluctuated round about twenty-seven 
kopeks silver for a rouble assignat. It was then 
decided to introduce financial reforms, and measures 
taken from 1839 to 1843 establish that three roubles 
fifty kopeks assignats equalled one rouble silver. 
Assignats in this proportion began to l)e exchanged 
for "credit notes,” i.c., banknotes which in their 
turn were freely exchanged for silver. The cur¬ 
rency in this manner was put in order, but not for 
long. 'I'he Crimean War again caused an increased 
issue of credit notes, and in 1858 the (Government 
was compelled to stop their exchange. Paper cur¬ 
rency again dominated in Russia for a consider¬ 
able time. The rate of exchange once more began 
to fluctuate, and in the ’eighties fell almost to fifty 
kopeks (when war with (Germany threatened). 
Ow'ing to certain measures taken in the ’nineties 
the rate became fixed at sixty-six—sixty-seven ko¬ 
peks gold, i.e., two-thirds of the normal value. 
The (Government then introduced a reform some¬ 
what different from that of 1839-43. Instead of 
levelling the value of the credit notes and paper 
roubles to sixty-six—sixty-seven kopeks, the 
amount of gold in the gold rouble was reduced by 
one-third and the credit rouble became equal to 
the new rouble—in reality sixt^'-six former gold 
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kopeks. The former rouble contained eighteen 
grains of pure gold and the new rouble otily twelve. 

The method de.scnbed above of reducing one 
form of money to the value of another is called 
devalualtou. 

On the eve of the outbreak of the world war all 
the great belligerent countries piosses.sed a stable 
money system based on gold. The circulation of 
banknotes in all of them was normal. The war re¬ 
sulted in all the belligerent countries stopping the 
exchange of banknotes and con.sequently in the in¬ 
troduction of paper currency. The issue of paper 
money everywhere reached colossal dimensions; in 
Russia, for instance, the amount of paper money 
in circulation reached from thirty to thirtj^- 
five times the pre-war figure. The establishment 
of paper currency caused the depreciation of money 
and was one of the main reasons for the increase in 
prices in the belligerent countries, particularly in 
Russia. 

6. ThK DlSTRlBimON OF THE SOCIAL PRODUCT 
AMONG THE VARIOUS CapITALLST Ci, ASSES 

(a) Profits 

Since the ri.se of the social class of merchants the 
term “ profit” came to be accepted as the expression 
of its share of the social product, while the term 
“earnings” expressed that of the handicraftsmen. 
The difference in the terms clearly indicates that 
according to the prevailing views in society the in¬ 
come of the handicraftsman was the direct result 
of liis labour, whereas the merchant did not produce 
anything, as the product left his hands in the same 
form as he received it. The labour of the handi- 
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craftsman, on the other hand, brought about an 
obvious transformation in the materials; he created 
a new product. This view is based on mere appear¬ 
ances and arises from erroneous reasoning. A pro¬ 
duct cannot be regarded as completed if it cannot 
be consumed in the place where it is produced ; its 
conveyance from one place to another or from one 
enterprise to another is the necessary final operation 
of “production.” In this .sen.se the labour of the 
merchant is in no way different from that of the 
handicraftsman, and in .so far as his profit is deter¬ 
mined by his .socially u.seful expenditure of labour 
power, it is real earnings. 

I'he fact is, however, that the income of the 
merchant, speaking generally, does not merely 
consist of trade earnings From the very first the 
merchant acts as a merchant capitalist. He sub¬ 
jects the small producer to him, and the profit 
which he extracts is not dei>endent upon the amount 
of socially useful labour he performs, but on the 
amount of his capital and the extent of his power 
over the producer. Thus, the greater part of profit 
is not earnings; and the further it develops the 
more do actual trade earnings become absorbed in 
trade “ profits” and become insignificant compared 
with the latter. 

The same thing applies to the industrial capital¬ 
ist. 'I'he profits he receives in no way correspond 
to tlie amount of labour he expends in hi.s organ¬ 
ising activities. On the contrary, the more he 
extends his bu.siness, the more does he transfer 
this function to the wage workers and reduce his 
share of organising labour; at the same time his 
profits increase. 

In this sense the custom of regarding capitalist 
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profits as distinct from earnings is quite in accord¬ 
ance with facts. 

The origin of industrial profits has been already 
explained ; it arises from surplus value, i.e., from 
the surplus value of wage workers. The profits of 
merchant capital in the domestic capitalist system 
are also the result of the surplus labour of small 
producers who are only formally independent; the 
difference between the tv\o is insignificant, and be¬ 
comes .still less as merchant capitalism is trans¬ 
formed into industrial capitalism. 

In studying the question of the profits of the 
capitalist it must first of all be borne in mind that 
the rate of surplus value is far from being a suffi¬ 
cient measure of profits; this rate only explains 
one aspect of the matter, viz , the di.sadvantage to 
the worker of working m another’s enterprise, but 
it does not show why it is advantageous for the 
capitalist to conduct his enterpri.se. 

Previously we examined a single example of a 
capitalist enterprise- -the manufacture of rifles. 'I'he 
rate of .surplus value then w'as loo per cent., be¬ 
cause the 2s 6d. w'hich the capitalist spent in 
buying labour ]X)wer brought him 125 hours of 
surplus labour which is equal to 2s 6d. But the 
capitalist did not only invest variable capital ; he 
also invested £12 10s con.stant capital, spent in 
the purcha.se of raw materials and tools. \\T .see, 
therefore, that he received £t, 2s. 6d. profits on the 
whole of the ^15 12s. 6d. which he expended or 
20 per cent. , the percentage of profits on the whole 
of the capital invested is called the rate of profit 

It is obvious that the rate of profit is smaller 
than the rate of surplus value, because it is cal¬ 
culated on the whole of the capital, both variable 
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and constant. In the above example, the whole of 
the capital is five times larger than the variable 
capital and the rate of profit is onc-fifth of sur¬ 
plus value. 

We will assume that another capitalist has spent 
a larger proportion of constant capital, say 2s. 
6 d., as compared with los. Then, with the 

same rate of surplus value, the rate of profit will 
be 10 per cent. Consequently, the second enter¬ 
prise will be less profitable than the first, and this 
is due to the fact that the con.stant capital invested 
in the second enterprise is considerably larger. 

Generally speaking, with an equal rate of sur¬ 
plus value, the less the variable capital invested 
as compared with the constant capital, the lower is 
the rate of profit. 

This is expressed in another way. With a given 
rate of surplus value, the lower the orgunn com- 
positio 7 i of capital, the lower is the rate of profit 
The “organic compo.sition of capital” is the rela¬ 
tion betwen the values of constant and variable 
capital; when the constant capital is relatively 
greater than the variable capital, the organic com¬ 
position is called “ higher” because, as will be 
shown later, the process of development leads to 
the growth in the relative proportion of constant 
capital. 

The whole of the preceding calculations pre.scnt 
the matter in a simple form : they deal only with 
the rate of profit for a single Inniovcr of capital. 
The capitalist one day buys raw material and tools, 
hires workers, sells his commodities, and the capi¬ 
tal he spends is returned to him with profit. 
Actually, the thing is not so simple. The capital¬ 
ist does not limit himself to one turnover, but con- 
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ducts his business for a long period of time. He 
measures the profitableness of his business by the 
percentage of profits over a whole year. He pur¬ 
chases labour power, tools and raw materials as 
they are required, and sells commodities as oppor¬ 
tunity offers. His capital makes a number of turn¬ 
overs, and it is not possible exactly to separate one 
turnover from another. The capitalist simultane¬ 
ously sells finished products, produces new com¬ 
modities with the aid of the labour power he 
purchases, and buys all that is necessary for fur¬ 
ther production. The money capital is spent in 
parts and in by no means equal proportions. 

The expenditure on labour power is returned 
completely each time a commodity produced by 
this labour power is sold. The expenditure on raw 
materials for a given number of commodities is 
also returned completely each time those commo¬ 
dities are .sold. If, for example, a capitalist sells 
1,000 yards of calico he will get back all that he 
spent on raw material and labour for the produc¬ 
tion of those 1,000 yards of calico (of course, he 
will ahso get a profit in addition, but we will leave 
that aside for the moment). 

This, however, docs not take place in the ca.se 
of the capital spent on tools--the factory, looms, 
instruments, etc. This part of capital is not re¬ 
turnable on every sale of a commodity. In selling 
the 1,000 yards of calico the capitalist does not re¬ 
ceive back the money he .spent on his factory, say, 
^10,000. This is quite natural: the factory has 
not been used up, it is still in its place, and can 
serve for many years of production yet. It may 
serve, we will as.sume, for 1,000,000 yards of calico; 
in that case one-millionth part of the value of the 
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factory will enter into each yard of calico, and in 
selling 1,000 yards only one-thousandth jiart of 
the capital spent on it will be returned. 

'J'he same thing applies to tools, machinery, etc. ; 
in .selling the calico the capitalist has returned to 
him only a i^art of the capital he spent on looms, 
spindles, etc., with the aid of which he produced 
the calico. If the looms suftice to produce 100,000 
yards of calico, the capitali.st in selling 1,000 yards 
of calico has returned to him in a money form one- 
hundredth part of the value of the loom, etc. One 
tool will last longer than anotlier; the factory may 
last fifty years and the loom five years The capital 
spent on the factory will come back in instalments 
and will be returned wholly in fifty years ; in other 
words, the period of its turnover will be fifty years. 
The period of turnover of the caiiital spent on the 
loom will be five years. The capital spent on raiv 
materials and labour power has a shorter period 
of turnover—one month, for instance. 

The difference between the two parts of capital 
indicated above is of considerable importance to the 
capitalist; the part that is .spent on raw material 
and labour power and returned to the capitalist at 
each sale of commodities is called circulating 
capital; the other part spent on tools, etc , and re¬ 
turned to the capitali.st in parts, is fixed capital. 
Fixed capital is spent in comparatively large quan¬ 
tities on the e,stablishment of the enterpn.sc, whereas 
circulating capital required for the conduct of the 
business is spent in proportions sufficient from one 
sale to another. This is an important factor in the 
calculations of the capitalist. 

There are yet other differences between fixed and 
circulating capital. Fixed capital, during the 
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whole period of employment, until it becomes use¬ 
less, docs not change its form • a factory remains 
a factory, an axe remains an axe. Circulating 
capital, on the other hand, changes its form in 
production : yarn becomes cloth, coal burns up, both 
cease to exist in their previous form; and labour 
pow'er as soon as it is consumed ceases to be capital, 
it no longer belongs to the capitalist, and he is 
obliged to buy fresh labour power for furtlier pro¬ 
duction. 

We must avoid confusing circulating capital 
with variable capital and fixed capital with con¬ 
stant capital. One division is made from the point 
of view of the capitalist and the other from the 
point of view of the worker. Variable capital—the 
value of labour power—is only part of circulating 
capital, which also contains the value of raw' 
materials constant capital is greater than fixed 
capital because it includes the value of raw materials. 

In Production 

Co nstant Capital 

I ■■■ I 

Tools and Raw Materials 

I 

Fixed Capital 
In Circulation 

If we knew the period of turnover of the various 
parts of capital it w'ould be possible to calculate the 
period of turnover of the whole of the capital, i.e., 
we could explain in how much time the whole of 
the capital invested would return in parts, in a 
money form, at each sale to the capitalist. 

It is not difficult to see what part the average 
period of turnover plays in the calculations of the 


Variable Capital 

I 

Labour Power 

I 

Circulating Capital 
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capitalist; if at each turnover he receives 2 per 
cent, profit, then in three turnovers he will re¬ 
ceive 6 per cent., and m five 10 per cent. 

'fhe organic compo.sition of capital, i.c., the rela¬ 
tion between the value of con.stant and variable 
capital, IS of si>ecial importance for the question of 
the rate of profit. W'c will explain this bv an 
illustration 

A\'e will assume that we have three enterprises 
in three different branches of production. One of 
them, A, has a low organic composition of capital, 
the role of the machine in compari.son with living 
labour power is insignificant. I'lic second enter¬ 
prise, B, has a medium composition ; and the third, 
C, being a high composition, employing the most 
perfect technical appliances, and with the aid of 
a comparatively small number of workers setting 
in motion enormous quantities of values in raw' 
materials and auxiliary appliances, etc 

Let us assume that the rate of surplus value in a 
given society is 100 per cent , i.c., the capitalist 
class manage to maintain e.xploitation at this level, 
and further that the capital spent in each of the 
three enterprises completes its turnover in one 
year, t.c , that in the course of one year all its 
value IS transferred to the jiroduct, the whole of 
which is sold 111 one transaction. (In actual fact 
things arc not so simple, fixed capital—buildings 
and machinery—as we saw, “wears out,” not, of 
cour.se, in one year, but in the cour.se of many years, 
and some parts are used up quicker than others—in 
the example we gave the factory lasted fifty years 
and the loom five years. Furthermore, the sale of 
the whole product at the end of the year takes 
place only in agriculture, and even there as an ex- 
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ception. Our assumption, however, makes our 
illustration .sim])ler and d(X‘s not affect the con¬ 
clusion.) 

We will assume finally that the three enterprises, 
A, R, and C, have a capital of ;£ioo,ooo, and that 
their variable capitals are £24,000, ;0i5,ooo and 
£6,000 respectively. 

We will thus j(et the following table ; the figures 
represent thousands of ]>ound.s or units of labour : 



Capital 

1 


Enterprises 

Variable 

Constant 

i tTu'r 

Rate of 


capital 

capital 

. |_ 






Pci cent 

A 

24 

76 

100 ' 24 

24 

B 

15 

85 1 

100 ' 15 

i 

C 

6 

94 ! 

100 , 6 

6 

Total ••• 

A'l 

255 1 

300 ! 45 

15 


Thus on the assumption that the commodities 
are sold in accordance with their labour value we 
see that the rate of profit varies considerably in 
accordance with the organic composition of capital: 
A has 24 per cent., B 15 per cent., and C 6 per 
cent. 

Is .such a .state of affairs po.s.sible in actual 
practice ? 

No, because that would contradict the laws of 
competition which dominate in capitalist society. 
When in actual practice one branch of industry 
proves to be more profitable than another, capital 
is transferred from the second to the first; an 
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expansion of production takes place in the first and 
the supply of its products on the market increases ; 
in the second production diminishes and the supply 
of its products on the market decreases : then the 
price of the commodity of tlie first industry de¬ 
clines, and that of the second increases, and, at 
the same time, the relative profitableness of the 
industries, the rate of profit, changes. Consequently 
as a result of competition, a re-shifting of prices 
takes place in the direction of decreasing the re¬ 
turns of the more profitable enterprises The an¬ 
nual percentage of profits, therefore, tends to a 
common level, it tends to a rate of profit for the 
whole of social capital, to an average rate of profit. 

If the organic composition of capital of enter¬ 
prise B coincides with the organic composition of 
the whole of .social capital, then 15 per cent, will 
be the rate of profit to which the returns of all 
capitali.st enterprises will tend. .A. flow of capital 
from the third branch of industry into the first 
will lead to a fall in prices below their labour value 
in A, and a ri.se of prices above their labour value 
in C, and this will continue as long as prices are 
not established which will give all our enterpri.ses 
the same percentage of profit—in our example 15 
per cent. With a 15 per cent, rate of profit all our 
enterprises having the same capital will give the 
same profit, viz., £\^,ooo. This sum does not 
coincide witli the measure of surplus value created 
in the enterpri.ses we arc examining; for A it will 
be £g,ooo less than the amount of surplus value 
created, for C it will be £9,000 above the surplus 
value, and only for B will the figures coincide. 
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Enterprise 

Totnl^ 


Rate of 
profit 

Pi ofit 

I.aboiir 

vnliieof 

[iroiiiict 

Pi ice of 

proihict 

Profit 

below 

A ... 

100 

24 

""iTi 

15 

124 

115 

-9 

B .. 

1 100 

15 


' 15 

115 

115 

0 

C ...I 

100 

6 

15 

!_1_5 j 

115 

115 

-t-9 

Total j 

300 

i 

45 

45 


345 

0 


If we assume that each of tlie enterprises produce 
1,000 finished commodities, then the labour value 
and the actual average jince of each commodity will 
be as follows • 



A 

B 

c 


£ 

£ 

£ 

Labour value • 

124 

115 

106 

Price 

n5 j 

106 

115 

Above or below 

-9 i 

0 

+ 9 


Thus individual commodities are not sold at their 
labour value, but sometimes above and sometimes 
below. What is gained in the prices of some com¬ 
modities is lost 111 the prices of others. Only on 
the social product taken as a whole docs the jirice 
icompletely coincide with labour value. 

The price of commodities levelled by competition 
calculated on the basis of the average profit is called 
the price of production. 

The opponents of the labour theory of value de¬ 
clare that if the price of production deviates from 
the labour standard then the whole theory collapses, 
because this deviation must increase without limit. 
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A capitalist buys for his enterprise in the form 
of tools and raw materials a large number of vari¬ 
ous commodities all or nearly all of which deviate 
from their labour value. 'I'his means that these 
deviations are added to each other and in addition 
new deviations dependent upon the average rate of 
profit are included in the cost, 'bhis increasing 
deviation of firices enters into the calculations of 
the capitalists^ who buy commodities from the first 
and thus still further increases the deviation of 
prices, and so on. The labour standard, it would 
.seem, therefore, loses all significance. 

The error here is easily di.scovered if we bear in 
mind that the cajiitalist .sells his commodities first 
of all 111 order that he may be able to continue pro¬ 
duction on his former or even on a larger scale. 
Con.sequeritly, the money which he recciv'es is used 
m the fir.st place for the purcha.se of tools, raw 
materials and labour power for the further progress 
of his business. For that reason, leaving profit 
aside for the moment, we can say that the capital¬ 
ist exchanges his commodities for means of produc¬ 
tion, and money is only a passing intermediary in 
this exchange. This is the fuudauiculal exchange 
ill capitalist production. Hearing this in mind, we 
will continue our investigation. 

In a single turnover of production in an enter- 
pri.se let C, the amount of con.stant capital spent in 
the form of raw materials and worn out parts of 
tools, be equal in labour value to 900,000 hours of 
simple labour. 

The variable capital, V, the workers’ wages, i.c., 
in reality the products which they buy wuth wages 
and which maintain their labour power during the 
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periotl of the given turnover of production, we will 
assume to represent 100,000 hours of labour value. 

What then will be the labour value of the com¬ 
modities produced ? Obviously 900,000, plus 
100,000, plus the sum total of the surplus labour 
of the worker in the enterprise during the turn¬ 
over of production, i.e., 1,000,000 hours, plus M, 
surplus value. 

For how much will this be sold or, to be exact, 
exchanged ^ The commodities which must be ac¬ 
quired for this through the agency of money are, 
of course; (i) means of production for the next 
turnover, i.c., a quantity of raw materials equal to 
that which has been used up, and to the partly 
worn-out tools, which, of course, represent, 900,000 
hours ; (2) a quantity of fresh labour power equal 
to the 100,000 used up; and (3) that for which 
the capitalist conducts his business, viz., articles 
of consumption and supplementary means of pro¬ 
duction if he intends to extend his bu.siness (or, if 
he does not do so for the time being, that which 
he accumulates for the future). The whole of 
(3) represents the real profit of the capitalist 

We see, therefore, that the labour values created 
are equal to 1,000,000 hours, plus M (surplus 
value) ; these arc exchanged for commodities the 
vales of which are also 1,000,000, plus the quantity 
of commodities which forms the profit of the capital¬ 
ist. d'he .same thing happens in all enterprises. It 
is clear that the deviation from labour value takes 
place in the second part, where surplus value is 
transformed into real profits; in the first and main 
part, composed of con.stant and variable capital, 
C+V, there is no deviation. 

If the opponents of the labour theory of value 
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do not see this it is because they concentrate their 
attention on money prices and do not observe that 
money is only an intermediary in the acquisition 
of means of production and consumption. 

It must be added that tlie fundamental com¬ 
modity of capitalism—labour power —usuallv is ex- 
chanfjed at its labour value without ain^ continuous 
deviations dependent upon the rate of profit; where 
deviations do occur the}-^ arc partial and casual. 
The reason is that labour power, with the aid of 
moiie^', is exchanged for articles of consumption of 
the workers, and its value is at the same time the 
labour value of these articles of consumption. 

The sale of individual commodities not fully in 
accordance with their value is a peculiarit3' of the 
capitalist system of production. In exchauT;e 
society, not capitalist, but petty bourgeois- which 
by the by never existed in its pure form, the near¬ 
est approach to it being the city handicraft and free 
[leasant systems—the seller of commodities was the 
direct producer. In one wa\' or another he had, in 
exchange, to conform to the value of products; 
otherwise, as we have pointed out clearly, individ¬ 
ual enterprises would l ave declined and production 
have cea.sed, and the changes in supply and demand 
arising from that tended to establish a conformity 
between prices and values. The average market 
price of a commodit^^ then could be its value. In 
cajntalist society, however, it is different Com¬ 
modities are not sold by the pensoii who produced 
them, but by another—the capitalist. The ex¬ 
change of equal quantities of social labour power 
is not a necessity for the capitalists; what is im¬ 
portant for them is profits. The rate of profit 
must be equal even if prices deviate tn such a 
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manner that enterprises distinguished by the high 
organic composition of capital receive, in addition 
to their own surplus values, surplus values created 
in enterprises with a low organic composition of 
capital. The sum total of surplus values created 
by the whole of the working class in this manner 
acquires the character of spoils which the capital¬ 
ists in the proces.s of capitalism share among each 
other in proportion to the size of the capitals they 
have respectively expended. 

All that has been said with reference to the an¬ 
nual percentage of profits applies not only to in¬ 
dustrial but also to trade and credit enterprises. 
However insignificant the variable capital in these 
institutions, however insignificant the sum of sur¬ 
plus value produced in them may be, they must 
either produce the customary annual percentage of 
profit or be abandoned as unprofitable, and the 
capital invested in them be transferred to other 
branches of social production. 

The annual percentage of profits may vary in 
different branches of industry. This is due first 
of all to the fact that the organisational functions 
of the capitalist are more complex in some industries 
than in others. In transferring some of the organ¬ 
ising functions to wage workers the capitalist has 
to be satisfied with a somewhat smaller percentage 
of profit. For analogous rea.sons the intcre.st on 
credit is usually lower than indii.strial profits. If 
by investing ;{^ioo in an industrial concern an owner 
of money would get £'] profit, he would be satisfied 
to receive for lending his £ioo to an industrial 
capitalist and thus avoid all the care and worry 
connected with the running of an industry. 

Another cause of the difference in the rate of 
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profit is the variation in the degree of risk con¬ 
nected with the conduct of business. In order to 
induce a capitalist to undertake something unusually 
risky the profits must be higher than usual. This 
can be .seen particularly in the case of credit institu¬ 
tions. A capitalist is prepared to accept 5 per cent, 
interest on credit as compared with 7 [ler cent, 
profits on industrial capita] only when there is suf¬ 
ficient security. If there is no such security the 
creditor will not be .sati.sfied with 5 per cent, for 
he stands the risk of not receiving his money back 
at all, and in that case, he may demand six, eight, 
ten and even more per cent. 

The third and final cause hindering the levelling 
of rates of profit among the various industries i.s 
the extent to which capital is technically tied up in 
an enterpn.se. In high stages of development of 
capitalism an increa.sing part of capital is spent on 
buildings, machinery and such like. Fixed capital 
grows rapidly in compari.son with circulating capital 
(raw materials, auxiliary materials and wages) and 
the transfer of cajiital from one branch of industry 
to another under these conditions becomes more and 
more difficult. Let us compare two cases. Sujipose 
the percentage of 2.>rofits of a certain trading con¬ 
cern declines as a re.sult of competition. In that 
case the owner of the concern can easily realise 
the whole of his circulating cafiital —sell his stocks 
and dismiss his assistants—and .sell the elements 
of his fixed capital—counters, .shelves, etc. The 
money he thus obtains he can invest in some more 
profitable branch of industry. But the position of 
an owner of a metal works is quite different. If 
the profits of his business decline he cannot as easily 
as the merchant withdraw his capital and transfer 
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it to another enterprise; he is compelled to accept 
the lower rate of profit until the flow of new capital 
into his industry ceases and an increased demand 
for the products of this industry brings profits to 
the line of the average rate. 

The customary rate of annual profit in a given 
society is determined by the sum total of capital 
and the sum total of surplus value created during 
the year. If the sum total of capital is £100,000,000 
and the sum total of surplus value ;Cio,ooo,ooo, then 
tlie average rate of profit will be to per cent. But 
here the following modification must be made : part 
of this surjilus value is taken by the State in the 
form of dues and tax^es, and ]>art, as will be shown 
later, is taken in the form of rent by the landlords. 
If we assume that these two parts comprise 

3,000,000, then the profit of the capitalist will be 
£y,000,000, and the average annual rate will be 
7 per cent. 

In the period of manufacture the rate of profit was 
very high, and was usually counted in tens per cent, 
(in particularly favourable circumstances it even 
reached ^oo-^too per cent.). This can be explained 
in the following manner: as long as labour remains 
hand labour, the outlay on labour power (i e., vari¬ 
able capital) represents a considerable part of the 
whole of the capital, and as profit is created by vari¬ 
able capital, the greater its proportion the higher is 
the rate of profit. For that reason, although the 
rate of surplus value in manufacturing enterprises 
is not very high, the percentage of profits is never¬ 
theless considerable. 

Furthermore, as long as manufacturers are few, 
and competition among them weak, and hand labour 
prevails, they are, as it were, in a privileged posi- 
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tion . the productivity of labour is higher in their 
workshops than in handicraft workshops ; hence they 
can sell their products at the same prices as the 
handicraftsmen and consequently receive a sort of 
super-protit. 

The machine period has two di.stinguishing fea¬ 
tures with regard to profits; first of all there is the 
gradual decrea.se in the annual rate of profit, and, 
secondly, the rapid growth of the general sura total 
of profits. Let us examine the main reason for the.se 
two features. 

A machine is an instrument of labour and its 
value enters into the compo.sition of constant capital. 
At the same time the machine takes the place of 
the worker, and con.sequently leads to a part of 
labour power being dispensed with ; the expenditure 
on labour power diminishes, i.e., variable capital 
diminishes. 

Thus with each introduction of a new' machine a 
certain quantity of variable capital is displaced by 
a certain quantity of constant capital; parallel with 
the increase of con.stant capital there is a decrease 
of variable capital. 

If with the introduction of machinery production 
expands, variable capital need not diinini.sh, it may 
even increase; in spite of the introduction of the 
machine, more workers may be required than for¬ 
merly. But con.stant capital, i.e., the sum expended 
on machinery and raw materials, in this case obvi¬ 
ously increases much more than variable capital, 
and relatively to the former the latter diminishes, 
i.e., variable capital repre.sents a smaller part of tlic 
whole of capital than formerly. 

Suppose for instance, that prior to the introduc¬ 
tion of machinery variable capital was 5,000 while 
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constant capital was to,ooo ; in that case variable 
capital was one-half of constant capital and one-third 
of the whole capital. Suppo.se further that after 
the introduction of machinery variable capital be¬ 
came 8,000 and constant capital 32,000, i.c., vari¬ 
able capital has dropped to one-quarter of constant 
capital and one-fifth of the whole capital. Tn other 
words, when taken by itself, there has been an 
absolute increa.se of variable capital, but relatively 
to the whole capital it has decreased. 

Generally this applies to every advance in techni¬ 
que ; if in a given industry the productivity of labour 
increases, then less human labour, less labour 
power, less variable capital is required for a given 
quantity of constant capital But in machine pro¬ 
duction where the increa.se of the productivity of 
labour proceeds with exceptional rapidity this fact 
stands out with particular clearness. 

The capital invested in the Engli.sh cotton-spin¬ 
ning industry at the beginning of the eighteenth 
century consisted of one-half constant capital and 
one-half variable caiutal. By the ’sixties of the 
nineteenth century constant capital comprised seven- 
eighths of the whole capital and variable capital 
only one-eighth, 1 c., relatively variable capital was 
reduced to one-fourth of what it was previously, but 
owing to the increase of the whole ('f the capital 
the one-eighth was considerably more than the for¬ 
mer one-half. 

We have already explained that surplus value is 
created by the application of labour power, and for 
that reason the quantity of the .surplus value de¬ 
pends, not upon the size of the whole capital, but 
upon the size of the variable part, that which is 
spent on the purchase of labour power. 
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The rate of surplus value shows the prop(;rlion 
of surplus value to variable capital; the rate of 
jjrofit shows the percentage of profit on the whole 
capital, constant and variable. P'or that reason the 
rate of profit is .smaller than the rate of surplus 
value in the .same proportion as the variable capital 
is smaller than the whole capital. 

With the introduction of machinery and gener¬ 
ally with the progress of technique variable capital 
relatively decreases. Even if the rate of surplus 
value does not change, the rate of profit must never¬ 
theless decrea.se. 

Suppose that the rate of surplus value is too per 
cent., that constant capital is £^,000, and variable 
capital £2,000, t.e , that the former comprises four- 
fifths and the latter one-fifth of the whole capital; 
in that case the surplus value is £2,000 and the rate 
of profit 20 per cent. 

The application of new machinery causes an in- 
crea.se in the constant capital to, .say, £27,000 and 
the variable to £3,000, i.c., nine-tenths and one- 
tenth respectively. Although the variable capital 
has absolutely increased by ;j^i,ooo, relatively it has 
diminished by one-half, from one-fifth to one-tenth, 
and the rate of profit has been reduced by one-half. 

P'or the .sake of simplicity we have assumed that 
the whole of the surplus value is converted into the 
profit of the capitalist. In actual practice this is 
not so, but the difference here is inconsiderable, and 
docs not essentially affect the argument. 

We will now return to our illu.stration. If the 
capitalist managed to obtain a two-fold increase in 
the rate of .surplus value, i.e., 200 per cent., the 
rate of profit would not decrease, but would remain 
at 20 per cent. To maintain the level of profit as far 
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as possible the capitalist must, therefore, increase 
the rate of surplus value, i.r , intensify exploita¬ 
tion ; he must increase the len^^th of the working 
day, the intensity of labour, etc. 

In applying this method the capitalist has to 
deal not with an inanimate machine hut with human 
beings. A machine is inert. If the capitalist de¬ 
sires he can make it work twenty-four hours a day 
and at the highe.st .speed its construction will allow. 
Thi.s would mean, however, that the machine would 
wear out and become useless faster than if he only 
w'orked it twelve hours a day and at half the speed. 
The organisation of a human being is dilTerent, and 
increased exploitation will, sooner or later, arouse 
the resistance of the workers, who will continually 
rise and put up a .systematic fight against it. In 
that case the relative diminution of variable capital, 
as a re.sult of its .squeezing out by constant capital, 
will lead to the reduction in the percentage of 
profit, w’hich IS in fact observed in actual practice. 

For that rea.son in countries where capitalism is 
not .so highly developed the rate of profit is com¬ 
paratively high. In Ru.ssia, for instance, prior to 
the war, it was not rare for an enterprise to make 
25 per cent, profit, w'hile 10 per cent, was regarded 
as a good return in w'estern Europe. Of course, 
other causes also operated here, but the main and 
fundamental cause was the relative diminution of 
variable capital. 

The diminution of the rate of profit does not mean 
a diminution in the ab.solute total profits ; 20 per 
cent, on a capital of ;(]io,ooo will bring £2,000, but 
only 10 per cent, on a capital of £40,000 will bring 
£4,000. In general profits increase if the increase 
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oI capital proceeds more rapidly than the diminu¬ 
tion of the rate of profit. 

In the period of machinery the accumulation of 
capital proceeds with astonishing rapidity. A large 
accumulation is a necessary condition for the 
development of machine production, but machine 
production itself, in its unparalleled rapid develop¬ 
ment, causes an inten.sification of the rapidity of 
accumulation. 

In spite of the increased consumption of the non¬ 
producing classes that portion of surplus value which 
IS converted into capital, and which .serves for the 
further extraction of surplus value from wage 
labour, continually increases. For that reason the 
accumulation of capital proceeds much more rapidly 
than the diminution of the rate of profit, so that 
absolute profits not only increase, but increase much 
more rapidly than ever before. 

It is calculated that (Germany at the beginning 
of the last century “ accumulated” more than 
^100,000,000 and England nearly ;(^2oo,ooo,ooo of 
capital In the United States the process was still 
more rapid in 1840 the wealth of the country was 
calculated at 3,700,000,000 dollars, in 1894 it was 
nearly 82 milliards, while to-day it is calculated at 
nearE" 200 milliards. 

The annual income of the capitalists and land¬ 
lords of Ureat Britan and Ireland during the period 
between 1S43 and 1883 more than doubled (from 

344,000,000 to ;{i720,ooo,ooo). The greater part 
of the increase comprised the profits of the capital¬ 
ists. 

These figures give some idea of the size of pro¬ 
fits and the mass of surplus values which are 
created annually in countries where machine produc- 
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tion prevails, and also of the rapidity of the devel¬ 
opment of social productive forces. 

It must be borne in mind, however, that the 
difference in the money value of the annual incomes 
and material wealth of various periods may depend 
not only upon accumulation but partly also on the 
depreciation of the value of money (as a conse¬ 
quence of the rise in the productivity of labour in 
the production of the money commodity). Such a 
depreciation has actually taken place during recent 
times, but this has been so small as only to affect 
the significance of the above figures to a small de¬ 
gree. On the other hand, this significance is ap¬ 
preciably lessened by the increase in the values of 
the fictitious capital represented by the right to 
private property in land (the price of land rises as 
a consequence of the rise in rents). 

(b) (iround Rent 

In the feudal period of the life of man, when 
agriculture represented the basic and predominating 
form of production, landownership was considerably 
connected with the organisational function in the 
social struggle against nature. The income of the 
feudal landowner (dues and serf labour) was a 
necessary result of this organisational activity and 
at the same time a necessary condition for the car¬ 
rying out by the landowner of his .socially useful 
function. 

The development of the exchange sy.stem cliangcd 
the character and .significance of the landowner’s 
income In form the change con.si.sts in this, that 
income began to be received, not in kind, x.c., not 
directly in products, but was preliminarily trans¬ 
formed into money. Essentially it consists in that 
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the income became less and less connected with the 
organisational productive functions of the landlord, 
for as he was drawn into the system of exchange re¬ 
lations, he to an increasing degree abandoned those 
functions. 

This does not mean that the income of the land¬ 
lord began to decrease. On the contrary, as has 
been shown, the effect of developing exchange was 
to intensify feudal exploitation : first it led to 
tying the peasants down to the land, and then to 
tiieir being partially or completely deprived of the 
land. 

When feudal dues and serf labour disappear and 
the dependent peasant is superseded partly by a 
free peasant and partly by a tenant farmer, hardly 
anything is left of the feudal organisational func¬ 
tions. Sometimes the landlord does not let his land, 
but cultivates it himself with the aid of wage wor¬ 
kers ; but the t\'pe of such an enterprise is alto¬ 
gether different from the feudal organi.sation of pro¬ 
duction and is quite capitalistic. The income of the 
landlord then becomes analogous to the “ jirofit” of 
the capitalist: the land becomes capital and out of 
the sum of .surplus values created in the given 
society the landlord receives his .share like any other 
capitalist The only difference is that the extent 
of this share is determined by somewhat different 
conditions from that of other capitalists 

The development of the capitali.st form of land- 
ownership proceeded somewhat gradually. The 
final traces of feudal relations di.sappeared in Eng¬ 
land only in the middle of the eighteenth century, 
and in other European countries they were pre¬ 
served much longer; to the end of the eighteenth 
century in France and until recent times in Ger- 
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many, Austria, etc. In Russia the remnants of 
feudal serf relations were preserved right up to the 
revolution of 1917 which abolished private owner¬ 
ship of land. 

The survivals of feudalism are diverse in form in 
various countries and in various i^eriods. Some¬ 
times they take the form of i^ayment of rent in 
kind, as for instance, a tenant will pay in the form 
of labour, which followed from the .system of serf 
labour; sometimes the tenant pays rent to the land¬ 
lord in the form of a definite part of his product 
(usually a half, sometimes more), this being a sur¬ 
vival of the feudal dues. In Russia, owing to 
peculiar historical conditions, the survivals of the 
feudal communes were for a long time preserved 
amidst developing capitalist relations. The Govern¬ 
ment maintained the commune for exactly the same 
reason as it was maintained by the feudal lord in 
the event of imposing .some obligation it was much 
more convenient to have to deal with a whole com¬ 
mune, the members of which were bound by col¬ 
lective responsibility, than with individuals. 

The survivals of former economic relations were 
abolished in various ways. As has already been 
said, with the development of the money system the 
landowner found it more advantageous to convert 
the i>easant dues in kind into money payments, and 
for the same rea.son in a large number of cases later 
sub.stituted free tenants for dependent and here¬ 
ditary tenants. Where the .survivals of the past 
were pre.served so long that they hindered develop¬ 
ment, they were u.snally aboli.shed by legislation. 
'I'here is no need to examine these changes in detail 
here. They took place whenever the development 
of exchange proceeded. 
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The essence of rent and the laws governing its 
changes appear most clearly when studied in the 
developed forms of the agrarian relations of capital¬ 
ist society. It will be easier to study the less 
developed forms if we have some acquaintance with 
the more developed forms. 

A capitalist in possession of capital wishes to .set 
up some business—whether industrial, trading or 
agricultural does not matter. But the business can¬ 
not be set up outside of space, it must occupy some 
suitable piece of land. In civili.sed capitalist coun¬ 
tries there is no land without an owner ; it is neces¬ 
sary to buy or rent land because the owners do not 
let it go for nothing. 

Thus the capitalist either buys or rents a piece of 
land which, we will assume, is quite uncultivated 
and does not contain an atom of human labour—land 
which has no value. For what, then, does the pro.s- 
pective capitalist pay when he rents the land For 
Ihi’ possibility of applyiufr socially necessary labour 
to this piece of land. The e.xchange is .subject, not 
to the laws of labour value, but to the laws of mono¬ 
poly. If the land had not been monopolised, the 
capitalist would not have had to pay for the neces¬ 
sity of applying socially necessary labour to it. The 
payment for the mere possibility of conducting pro¬ 
ductive activity is not unusual in capitalist society ; 
does not the capitalist himself receive profits in re¬ 
turn for giving the workers the possibility of par¬ 
ticipating 111 social production ? 

The form of payment—purcha.se price or rent—is 
not important to the que.stion. We will assume 
that the rent of a given piece of land is ;£ioo per 
annum ; if the landlord sells the land he wdll take 
for it a sum of money which would without worry 
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and risk bring him an annual income of ;^ioo {e.ff., 
if the usual rate of interest is 4 per cent, per annum, 
then the purchasing price of the land will be £2,500, 
because such a sum will bring the landowner an 
income of £100 per annum if inve.sted elsewhere). 
Generally the purchasing price of land represents 
what is iisuallly termed capitalised rent, i.e., rent 
substituted by a sum of money which will bring 
an equal rate of intere.st. The capitalist places the 
capital spent on the purcha.se of the land to the 
account of the necessary expenditure of his enter¬ 
prise and expects to receive profit on this sum ; in 
other words, having become a landonner, in future 
lie must receive rent for his land. 

But n hence does the capitalist obtain the rent 
which he pa^'s to the landlord, or to hini.self if he 
owns the land > Ob\ loiisly from the purchasers of 
his commodities, in the price of the product. Hence 
the price of the product, in addition to the usual 
cost of production and the usual profit, must also 
cover the rent. We will assume that a mineowner 
spends £75,000 on tools, raw materials, and labour 
power, with which he produces, say, 20,000 tons of 
iron ore : the u.sual rate of profit is 10 per cent, per 
annum, and the rent of the mine and mine build¬ 
ings IS £2,500; in that case the product must be 
sold for £75,000+ £7,500+ £2,500 = £85,000, or 
£4 5s. od. per ton, if the enterprise is to be pro¬ 
fitable. 

This is how the matter stands from the point of 
view of an individual capitali.st, but how does it 
stand from the point of view of the whole of social 
production 

The landlord desires the rent to be as high as 
possible, the capitalist, on the other hand, desires 
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it to be as low as possible; this creates an antagon¬ 
ism of interest between the two. From this follows 
the competition for rent. 'I'lie result of this com¬ 
petition IS determined, as it always is 111 such cases, 
by the relation of forces, by the degree of power 
of the landlord over the capitali.st and vice-vctsa. If 
there is much vacant land 111 the country the owners 
of which desire to let out for .some enterprise, agri¬ 
cultural or industrial, then conditions are favour¬ 
able for the capitalist. the landowners compete 
among themselves to attract prospective buyers, and 
therefore cannot demand a high rent. On the 
other hand, if the amount of vacant land .suitable 
for the conduct of some enterprise is small then 
the capitalists compete with each other for the land 
and are compelled to jiay a higher rent. 

Under .such conditions it is obvious that as pro¬ 
duction increa.ses and the area of vacant land suit¬ 
able for capitalist enterprise diinini.shes, the power 
of the land monopolist must increase and rents rise. 
The limits to this increase at any given moment are 
determined by the relation of forces and interests 
in the struggle. If the landlords of a particular 
country demand an e.xtraordinarily high rent, i.c , 
one that cuts off too much of the profits of the 
capitalist, then the capitalist .seeks a means of trans¬ 
ferring his capital to other countries, which in fact 
frequently happens in actual practice. If, however, 
this is not possible, then development is retarded as 
the possibilities of accumulation for the capitalist 
are reduced : competition becomes more severe and 
the collapse of small enterpri.ses is hastened ; capital 
is concentrated into the hands of a few large capital¬ 
ists, who repre.sent a stronger force than hitherto, 
becau.se it is less split up, and the landlords whq 
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could easily deal with the smaller enterprises now 
have to make concessions to the stronger forces. 

Thus the sum total of rent received by the land¬ 
lords in a given society is determined by the follow¬ 
ing two conditions • first, the sum total of surplus 
values produced in the country which has to be 
divided between the landlord and the capitalist, and 
secondly, the historically developed relation of 
forces of both clas.ses in the competition for rents 
and profits The first condition is obviously deter¬ 
mined bv the general limit of development of pro¬ 
duction ; and this, in turn, determines the second, 
as is seen from the fact that an increase in the de¬ 
mand for land caused by the expansion of produc¬ 
tion increa.scs the power of the landlord over the 
capitalist, and the substitution of large enterprises 
for small ones causes a movement in the ojiposite 
direction. 

We will as.sume that the total sum of capital in 
the country is equal to 400 milliards' of hours, 
which would be equal to ro milliards of iiounds ; also 
that the annual sum of surplus value equals 40 mil¬ 
liards of hours, which in money equals one milliard 
pounds, of which the landlords take 250 millions, 
leaving the capitali.sts 750 million pounds. The 
annual rate of profit is thus per cent. (£750 mil¬ 
lions on ;(^io milliards) ; and the “rate of rent” is 
2^ per cent. (;{i250 millions on ;^ro milliards). With 
the expan.sion of indu.stry capital increa.ses to, say, 
25 milliard pounds, and surplus value to 2} milliards, 
of which the landlords, taking advantage of their 
pow'er over the capitalists, who find it more difficult 
to obtain land for their enterprises, take 750 mil- 

‘ One milliaid equals 1,000 millions 
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lious, leaving the capitalists £i,SOO millions; the 
rate of profit will then be 6 per cent Industry still 
further expands; the sum total of capital is now, 
say, 50 milliards and surplus value milliards, 
but the capitalists have managed to find new fields 
for the investment of their capital; the country in 
question has managed to secure colonies for in¬ 
stance, where there is much free land suitable for 
agriculture and industrial enterprises. In that case 
the landlords are compelled to be less exacting and 
take less than one-third of the total .sum of surplus 
values, .say, £x,ooo millions; profits will then be 
£2,750 millions, the rate of profit 5^ per cent, and 
rent 2 per cent. 

Let us .sec now how the sum total of rent is dis¬ 
tributed among the individual landowners. 

In this connection one mu.st bear in mind the 
diversity in the character of various plots of land. 
The labour applied to one plot may be more effec¬ 
tive than that applied to another This diversity 
IS most striking in the extracting indu.stries. In 
agriculture, owing to inequality in the fertility of 
the .soil, the yield on one plot of land is five times, 
and on another, with equal expenditure of capital 
and labour, ten times; in mines one section is rich 
and another poor In manufacture, too, such things 
as proximitv’ to water necessary for production and 
the possibility of applying the power of running 
water are of importance. Furthermore, for capital¬ 
ist undertakings without exception proximity to 
markets w here materials are bought and finished 
products .sold, and the state of roads leading to the 
markets, are matters of great importance; for the 
value of conveying goods enters into the value of 
commodities, and if transport requires less than the 
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usual amount of labour, then the productivity of 
labour in the given enterprise is above the average. 

Thus we have a number of similar enterprises 
(we will assume agricultural enterprises) which, 
however, are conducted under unequal natural con¬ 
ditions. On one plot of land of the lowest quality 
with an expenditure of means of production and 
labour power equal to ;(^i,ooo we get 150 tons of 
wheat; on another plot with the same expenditure 
we get 225 tons; and on a third, the best land, we 
get 300 tons of wheat. The usual rate of profit we 
will assume to be 5 per cent. The farmer who 
cultivates the first land should get £50 profit; otlier- 
wise he would regard his business as unprofitable 
and strive to transfer his capital to some other 
branch of production. As the land does not belong to 
him, and he cannot get it gratis, he must in addition 
pay the landowner a certain rent—not a very high 
one, as the land is worse than others ; if a high rent 
were demanded, the farmer would transfer his capi¬ 
tal to another country, calculating that the cost of 
transporting corn would be less than tlie rent he 
would have to pay here. We will assume that the 
rent is £^o. Thus the farmer should receive for 
his commodities /j,o8o (;(ii,ooo cost of production, 
plus ;{)50 profit, plus /30 rent), or £y 4s. od. for 
every ton of wheat; to sell cheaper would mean giv¬ 
ing up his business; he cannot sell dearer, because 
in that case his profits would be above the average. 
Evidently in this particular society the market price 
of wheat is approximately £y 4s. od. per ton. If 
it falls below that price then agriculture diminishes 
and the price of wheat rises as a consequence of 
diminished supply. If the price rises higher, then 
the profits of agriculture rise above the normal, 
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capitalists strive to invest their capital in this sphere 
and the landlords, taking advantage of the competi¬ 
tion for land, raise rents to the point at which they 
bring profits down to the normal. 

The rent of the worst plot of land is called abso¬ 
lute rent. Thus the usual market price of wheat 
corresponds to the cost of production on the worst 
quality of land in cultivation plus the usual profit 
plus absolute rent. This obviously applies not only 
to corn, but to all products. In our time the im¬ 
portance of natural conditions is comparatively 
small in manufacturing indu.stries as compared with 
agriculture with its backward technique and its great 
dependence on soil, climate, and the employment 
of large areas of land. 

The market makes no distinction between the 
products produced on the worst and those produced 
on the best land, the price in all cases is the same 
—in our e.xample £7 4s. od. per ton ; 225 tons of 
wheat produced on the second grade land will be 
sold for ;£i,620 (i e., over and above the usual cost 
of production) and the usual profits there will be 
£570, which the landlord takes in the form of rent. 
I'he farmer does not get anything out of the sur¬ 
plus, he merely receives his usual profit according 
to the law of the annual rate of profit. If the rent 
remained below £570, and the profit rose above ;{i50, 
competitors would soon appear, who would agree to 
a higher rent. 

Thus the owner of the second piece of land re¬ 
ceives over and above £->,0 absolute rent another 
£S4o which represents what is called differential 
rent. For the owner of the third and best plot of 
land the differential rent will be even greater, as 
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will be seen if the calculation is made on the lines 
of the preceding. 

Here the question may arise • is not the associa¬ 
tion of the market price with the least fertile land 
in cultivation a contradiction of the labour theory of 
value ? In the last resort prices are determined by 
values, and value is the average amount of labour 
power necessary for the production of a conimodit3’; 
consequently the value should correspond to the ex¬ 
penditure of labour under the fuedimn natural con¬ 
ditions, and not under the w'or.st, and the price also, 
it would .seem, should correspond to the cost of 
production under medium cost of production plus 
profit plus absolute rent. But the contradiction is 
only apparent and is easily removed by analysis. 

The value of a commodity, as we know, is com¬ 
posed of the value of constant capital, variable 
capital and surplus value. Corresponding to this 
the price should be divided into the averape cost 
of production, average profit, and average rent (for 
the sum total of rents and profits is equal to the 
sum total of surplus value). We have, however, 
divided differently; in.stead of taking the average 
cost of production, w'e took the cost of production 
on the worst plot of land, and instead of average 
rent we took absolute rent. It will not be difficult 
to see that to the extent that the cost of production 
on the worst plot of land is hii^hcr than the cost of 
production on the medium plot, to that extent abso¬ 
lute rent is less than the average rent, zvhich in 
addition to absolute rent includes also difjerential 
rent. Thus the two formulae of prices are quite 
identical. We will test this by the illustrations we 
gave above, reckoning the second plot of land as the 
medium. 
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I'he cost of production of 150 tons of wheat on 
tlie worst plot of land requires an expenditure of 
constant and variable capital of : 

£ 1,000 

5 pel lent piofit 50 

Alisolute lent 30 

'I'nt.il £1,080 dt £7 4s pel tiiii 

'I'he medium plot, equal in size to the worst, with 

the expenditure of an equal £1,000 constant and 
variable capital yields 225 tons 'I'hus, in order to 
comjiare the two, we must reduce our plot of aver- 
ac^p land by a third and, thus, also get 150 tons 
^^'e then get: 

Oullds lit (Oiistdiit .111(1 Vdii.ilile (dpital £666 13 £1,000) 

5 ])ei lent piofit 33 6 8 

tvei.ige lent 380 0 0 (= of £570) 

Tot.il tl,080 0 0 

It Will be observed that in the calculation for the 
medium plot we .subtract one-third of the cost of 
production, one-third of the profit, and one-third 
even of absolute rent (£20 imstead of £^o because 
we only take two-thirds of the plot) , in place of 
this, however, we add what did not exist for the 
worst piece of land—differential rent which enters 
into the cost of the corn from the medium land, viz., 
and the result is the same - ^333 6s. 8d.-|- 
£Th 3 s 4 d +£io /Abo^o 

'Fhe.se calculations are applied also to other com¬ 
modities with only this dift'erence that 111 the 
manufacturing indu.stnes rent plays a less signifi¬ 
cant part than in agriculture • differential rent, be¬ 
cause in agriculture there is greater variation in the 
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productivity of labour determined by natural con¬ 
ditions, and absolute rent because agriculture re¬ 
quires comparatively larger areas of land. 

It will be seen from these considerations in what 
sense prices are determined by labour pov\er under 
capitalism. The prices of commodities are deter¬ 
mined by the outlay of constant and variable capital, 
plus the average capitalist return (the sum of 
average profits and average rents). And the average 
rate of capitalist return is determined by the rela¬ 
tion of the sum total of surplus values to the 
labour value of the whole capital of the country 
Thus the law of value determines prices indirectly 
by determining the rate of capitalist returns, which 
in its turn determines prices with a given outlay of 
constant and variable capital 

Differential rent reaches enormous proportions in 
industrial districts and in towns where social labour 
is applied with the greatest intensity and where the 
proximity to the market creates the greatest saving 
in labour in the conveyance and storage of com¬ 
modities. Suppose that a given factory turning out 
1,000 tons of commodities is situated one mile from 
the market, and another similar factory n. situated 
eleven miles aw'ay ; the conveyance of commodities 
ten miles repre.sents a great co.st, and if the first fac¬ 
tory avoids this cost, with the usual rate of profit, 
all that which has been saved goes to the landowner 
as differential rent in payment for the opportunity 
of applying social labour under more favourable 
conditions. The economic power of the large capital¬ 
ist is such that he can frequently secure part of 
this differential rent for himself, and in this way 
the more easily overcome his competitors. 

As has been stated already, the general progress 
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of production leads to rents increasing without any 
participation in such progress on the part of those 
who receive the increase; and with the growth of 
the demand for land for all kinds of enterprises, 
there grows also the power of the land monopolist 
over the capitalist. 

Differential rent, particularly, increases chiefly 
where the land is clo.se to good roads, which bring 
It nearer to the markets, or where new natural 
wealth is discovered on the land, etc.' 

One must not confuse rent payments with rent 
itself. In most ca.scs it is not hare undeveloped land 
that is let, but land together with buildings—im¬ 
provements produced by the labour jireviously ex¬ 
pended on it--and frequently together with instru¬ 
ments and cattle. All this represents a certain 
amount of real capital w'hich is lent to the tenant, 
and which must bring the creditor, t.c., the landlord, 
the usual interest. Part of the rent paid, therefore, 
includes the usual interest on the loan capital of the 
landlord This part has to be .subtracted from the 
rent paid in order to arrive at pure rent. 

Side by side with the developed forms of capital¬ 
ist ownership, in most capitalist countries, during 
the early stages of development and even later, less 
perfect forms are pre.served, particularly in agricul¬ 
ture. .Among these niii.st be included enterpn.ses in 
which the landowner and capitalist arc combined in 

' Owing to 111,' (Oiitiiiii.il inciiMSf in lent, l.ind is .sold usiudlv 
.it .1 piue Ingliei tli.in the c .i|)it.ilist lent, the tiitiiie use in 
lent IS paid in the piiiehase jiiiee ot the I mil It .should he 
ohseived tli.it the sale of land iti/fii/i.M'v lent In lait a 
(apit.ilist who huv.s land regaids the iiionev which he paid for 
it as (apital inve.sted which must bimg him .1 coiicsponding 
jirofit Rents aie mamtahied not only hy the power ot 
monopoly hiit also bj the jKivcei of competition of capital de¬ 
manding an equal rate ot piofit foi all capitals. 
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one person who receives both rent and profit But 
there is no need to dwell upon this, because such a 
combination makes no difference whatever to the 
position. Very frequently the tenant is not a capi¬ 
talist but a small producer, usually a peasant far¬ 
mer who conducts his farm entirely or almost en¬ 
tirely without wage labour In this ca.se, the profit 
of the farmer is reduced to zero; the small tenant 
does not possess the power of capital and cannot 
stand out against the landlord for a low rent, with 
the result that the rent swallows up all the results 
of the farmer’s labour except that necessary to 
maintain life. In reality the peasant under such 
circumstances is the wage worker of the landlord in 
the guise of an independent tenant Ibider mer¬ 
chant capitalism, which also exploits the small 
tenant farmer, the share of the latter is reduced to 
even less than the living minimum—a state of things 
that leads to the degeneration of the producer. In 
this connection, Ireland and particularly Russia 
serve as striking e.xamples 

The vast majority of Ru.ssian jiea.sants possessed 
allotments which were far from sufficient for any¬ 
thing like a tolerable existence This compelled 
them to rent allotments from the neighbouring land¬ 
lords by which they could supplement their liveli¬ 
hood. Under these conditions their tenancy bore 
the character of servitude The landlord took not 
only ground rent but akso a profit on the capital 
(not very large it is true) expended by the peasant 
on tools and cattle, etc.; furthermore, he took a part 
of the peasant’s income corresponding to wages. A 
statistical investigation of this form of servitude 
tenancy showed that the income of a peasant rent¬ 
ing additional land wa.s lower than the wmges of 
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a wage labourer. This was particularly the case 
when the peasants were compelled to rent land 
w'hich intervened between their own allotments and 
roads, drinking places for the cattle, pastures, etc. 

In those cases where the landowner and land 
worker are combined in the one peasant, it would 
at first appear that a single person received wages, 
profit and rent, .\ctually, how'ever, the profit is 
transferred to the merchant capitalist (the village 
usurer), and the rent is very incon.siderablc, be¬ 
cause the class of peasant proprietors have not be¬ 
hind them the historically developed social pow-er 
that the large landowners have, but even this very 
small rent is .subsequently taken by the merchant 
or usurer capitalist 

We will now return to the question: what is 
ground rent ^ Rent is that part of surplus value 
which the capitalist pays to the owner of land for 
the right to apply .social labour to a given plot of 
land. The possibilities of exploiting the forces of 
Nature are unlimited : even in the most demsely 
populated countries the whole of the soil, even the 
most fertile, is not all cultivated. But society can¬ 
not without hindrance use it all; it meets with the 
resistance of the landlord, and this resistance oper¬ 
ates through the power of rent. 

Rent has a tendency to rise with the development 
of industrial life. Tins is due to the fact that the 
industrial development of society increases the de¬ 
mand for land for all kinds of enterprises. This in 
its turn increa.se.s the monopoly power of the land¬ 
lord class over the rest of .society and enables that 
class to take an increasing share of the surplus 
value produced. 

Thus, no matter how much the profits of the 
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capitalist class increased, rents increased still faster. 
The industrial merchant bourgeoisie, however, did 
not submit to such a state of affairs without a 
struggle; it exerted all its efforts to resist the 
growth of rents which reduced profits. 

The conflict between rent and profits proceeded 
in various forms wherever the interests of land¬ 
lords and capitalists confronted each other. Its 
simplest form is the conflict between tlie capitalist 
farmer and the landlord over the rent. In this the 
only thing the farmer can achieve is to preserve for 
himself the usual capitalist profits; but he is not 
always able to do that because he cannot without 
loss withdraw the capital invested in land in the 
form of buildings, improvements of the soil, etc., 
and he is sometimes forced to reconcile himself to 
paying a higher rent which cuts down his profits 
to below the normal. 

When the rise in ground rents rai.ses prices to 
an excessive level, thereby raising tlic price of 
labour power, which still further reduces profits, 
it becomes more advantageous for the industrial 
and merchant capitalist to combat the landlord by 
importing corn from other countries; in un¬ 
developed agricultural countries where rent has not 
yet reached a high level, where the production of 
corn is cheap owing to the cheapness of labour 
power, the price of corn is comparatively low, and 
the importation of this corn into developed coun¬ 
tries with high rents considerably forces these rents 
down. 

Against this the landlord class set into motion 
their political power, their influence in the State. 
Very high import duties are imposed on agricul¬ 
tural products, which are sometimes quite pro- 
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hibitive. Thus in England for a long time there 
existed the Corn Laws which peniiitted the im¬ 
portation of foreign corn only wdien the home¬ 
grown corn had reached a certain considerably high 
price. The only manner in which the capitalists 
could combat the political power of the landlords 
was by setting a similar power into motion agaimst 
it, and accordingly a struggle broke out between 
capitalists and landlords, as between two complete 
and more or less compact classes. The English 
bourgeoisie w'ere successful in this struggle, and 
in 1846 .secured the free import of corn. As a con¬ 
sequence the rise of agricultural rent \vas stopped 
and for a time it even fell considerably. 

The victorious capitalist class did not, however, 
liiiiit it.self to this triumph ; it coloni.sed the exten¬ 
sive and highly fertili.scd plains of North and South 
America and Australia and South Africa, connect¬ 
ing these with the ICuropean market by improved 
means of communication, and organised the ex¬ 
ploitation of their fertility by means of the most 
perfect technical methods, 111 which agricultural 
machinery played an important part. The high 
productivity of agricultural labour 111 these 
countrie.s led to the flooding of the world-market 
with corn. This struck a severe blow to agricul¬ 
ture in the old capitah.st countries, where—owing 
to the law of profits tending to an equal annual 
rate, profit could not alter to any considerable ex¬ 
tent—the effect of the blow was felt most keenly 
by rent, the increase of which was .so retarded that 
it considerably lagged behind the increase of 
profits. The figures of agricultural rent in Eng¬ 
land betwen 1843 and 1893 even declined to some 
extent—from ;^42,i27,ooo to £^[2,0^2,000. 
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While, however, the European landlords suffered 
a reduction in their rents, the new landowners in 
the fertile countries began to receive enormous 
rents and essentially the position did not alter, the 
general sum of rents continuing to increase. The 
decrease in rents was one of the main reasons for 
the indebtedness of the European landowning class 
which developed in the last decades of the last cen¬ 
tury. Another important reason was the need for 
an improvement of the technique of agriculture 
which aro.se out of the severe com|)etition ; in order 
to improve the .soil and method.s of cultivation it 
was nece.sary to have capital, which the landlords 
had to borrow. Tins indebtedness led to a con¬ 
siderable portion of the rents being paid over in the 
form of interest on loans to credit institutions, 
which took the place of the former recipients of 
rent. 

Non-agricultural rent, i c., rent for building 
land, in Europe did not .suffer any fluctuation in its 
growth. In England, for instance, during the 
fifty years 1843-1893 it increa.sed by at least 300 
per cent. Rents increase with particular rapidity 
in large industrial and commercial towns . as the 
town expands the payments for the hire of 
premises in the centre of the town grow to enor¬ 
mous proportions, and this increase is due to the 
increa.se of rent alone, for the capital invested in 
the con.stniction of the building remains the same. 
In some cases the heights to which rents attain is 
incredible; in the centre parts of .such large cap¬ 
italistic towns as London and Chicago the rent of a 
square yard of land amounts to hundreds of 
pounds. 

In contradistinction to differential rent, absolute 
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rent is a mere survival of feudal relations, the re¬ 
sult of the economic and political domination of 
the landowners over society- It represents a de¬ 
duction from the sum total of surplus values which 
the landowners (landlords, junkers, etc.) take for 
themselves by right of their ownership of the land 
and their influence in the State. For that reason 
it IS perfectly natural that the bourgeoisie in their 
struggle for .surplus values should .strive, as we 
have said, to remove the conditions which enable 
the landlords to lay their hands on jiart of the sur¬ 
plus value and thus reduce the share of the bour¬ 
geoisie An e.xtreme measure in this direction 
would be the complete expropriation of rents from 
the landlord class, and the ualunntlL'>alion of land 
might serve as a means to that end After the land 
was nationah.sed the State would let it out for 
differential rent. .As in our example of the three 
plots of land, the tenant of the .second piece of land 
w'ould pay the State ;(^54o instead of the £570 he had 
to pay to the landlord, and the tenant of the third 
])lot would have to jiay £1,0^0 'I'he tenant of the 
first plot would not have to pay anything, because 
absolute rent would be aboli.shed together with the 
private monopoly in land. The whole of differen¬ 
tial rent would then be taken by the State, i c , 
the organisation of the capitalist class as a whole 
It is hardly likely that the capitalist class will suc¬ 
ceed in carrying this reform, and not only because 
of the resistance of the landowners. The rea.son is 
that the struggle of the bourgeoisie against the 
survivals of feudalism becomes w'eaker as its strug¬ 
gle against the proletariat becomes more intense. 
The landlords are valuable allies in this latter 
struggle. Moreover, nationalisation of the land 



314 


A SHORT COURvSR OF 


would tend to destroy respect for private property 
among the masses 

(c) IFugCi' 

(i) Fo}ms of wdfill’s 

The worker receives the value of his labour 
power in the form of wages. 

In the period of natural .self-sufficing society 
wage labour was a rare exception d'lie labour of 
an itinerant craftsman of the feudal period, work¬ 
ing in the home of his customer, and on the 
materials provided bv his customer, has only a 
superficial similarity to wage labour. 'I'lie pay 
which such a worker receives corresponds, not to 
the value of Ins labour power, but to the values 
newly created by his labour Here there is not yet 
any exploitation because the craftsman owns the 
tools and can dispense with any particular customer 
almost as ea.sily as the latter can di.spen.se with 
him. 

\\"agc labour begins to pla}-^ a noticeable r 5 Ie in 
the life of society when the craft guilds of the 
towns begin to develop. The journeymen and ap¬ 
prentices then are the wage workers of the master- 
craftsmen. However, as long as patriarchal 
relations are .still preserved within the handicraft 
system, as long as the role of journeyman is sim¬ 
ply a transitional stage to that of master-crafts¬ 
man, wages are not strictly determined by the 
value of labour power, but are somewhat above it; 
otherwise the journeyman would not have been able 
to save up enough to .start as a master himself. 
When, however, merchant capitalism destroys the 
previously existing harmony of the patriarchal- 
hailfdicraft relations, and, exploiting the master- 
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craftsman, compels the latter to exploit the 
journeyman, then the level of wages is reduced to 
the value of the necessary means of life, to the 
level of the value of labour power. 

As has already been explained, fotmully mer¬ 
chant capital does not convert the master-craftsman 
and journeyman into wage workers; actually, how¬ 
ever, he gives them in return for their labour 
merely tlie value of labour power, so that essen = 

I hilly their position is in no way different from 
that of the wage worker. 

The development of industrial capitalism signi¬ 
fies the development of wage labour, which only at 
this stage begins to play an important role in the 
economic life of society. The “earnings” of the 
independent small pnalucer are more and more 
superseded by the wages of the proletarian pro¬ 
ducer. 

The first form of wages is paynicnl in kind, i.e., 
payment in articles of consumption. This form 
of wages is interesting for the reason that the 
value of labour pow'er is obviously seen as the cost 
of producing the necessary means of life. 

Payment in kind is maintained for a particularly 
long period in agriculture, which is quite under¬ 
standable, as the products of agriculture, to a con¬ 
siderable degree, represent the necessary means 
of existence of the worker. In this sphere it is 
preserved even where capitalism has develojied to 
a considerable extent, but here it is always accom¬ 
panied by some money payment. This two-fold 
form of payment was the form of wages paid to 
the journeyman in the Middle Ages, but the 
greater part of his wages was in kind. Even at 
the present day small employers find it more 
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profitable to have their employees “live in’’ and 
pay only part of their wages in money. 

With the e.xtensive development of exchange and 
the circulation of money, wages in kind disappear. 
The money form of payment is more convenient 
both to the worker, to whom it gives the possibility 
of choosing for himself the articles of consumption 
he wishes to buy, and to the capitalist, vi lio i.s 
thereby saved the trouble of purchasing articlc.s of 
consumption for his workers. 

Under large-scale capitalist production it is pos¬ 
sible to meet with something in the nature of the 
two-fold system of wages, but in a special form— 
the .so-called truck sy.stein, in which the capitalist 
opens stores in connection with ins works, where the 
workers are compelled to bu\’, of course at prices 
very profitable for the capitalist. The truck 
.system enables the capitalist to reduce wages to the 
e.xtreme without resorting to an obvious reduction 
of wages. 

In many countries, including Russia, attempts 
were made to abolish the truck system by legisla¬ 
tion, or at least to limit its application, but the 
capitalist found means of evading the law. 

Wages are calculated by two different methods 
by lime- —daily, weekly, or monthly—or by the 
piece. Payment to the journeyman by tiic master 
was usually made according to the first method, 
the second type is hi.storically connected with 
domestic capitalist production, in wfiich the pro¬ 
ducer could not receive payment for his work in 
any other way except by the piece. 

In the period of industrial capitalism both 
methods are met with side by side; the capitalist 
chooses at the given moment which of them is the 
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more advautageous, either having both advantages 
and disadvantages for him. 

Under the time-work system the worker exerts 
himself less, his labour is less intensive ; for how¬ 
ever intensively he works his wages will be just the 
same. 

Piece-work compels the worker to exert himself 
to a much greater extent than the time-worker, be¬ 
cause the more intensively he works the more he 
earns. Consequently time-work is more advan¬ 
tageous for the employer when quality is the chief 
consideration. 

Of cour.se, by means of scrapping bad work and 
by fines the employer can .secure more careful work 
in goods of high quality even under piece-work. 
I'urthermore, piece-work has the advantage of en¬ 
abling the employer gradually to increase the profit 
he receives from each uorker. d'his takes place in 
the following manner In the calculation on indi¬ 
vidual earnings the worker works much more 
energetically and for more time, his pay being 
really higher than what is customary. But when 
this level of intensity has become customary the 
emphn’er reduces the rate so that the wages fall 
to the former level. In order to increase his wages 
the worker again increases the intensity of his 
labour, and again the piece-rate is reduced. 

Under such conditions it is natural that piece¬ 
work should gradually squeeze out time-work. 

In order to complete the review of forms of wages 
it is necessary to refer to the system of profit- 
sharing, in which over and above the usual time or 
piece rates a certain part of the profits of the un¬ 
dertaking, .say 5 to 10 per cent., is distributed 
among the workers. This S3'stem is applied 
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chiefly where it is necessary to interest the work¬ 
ers in the quality of their work (as, for instance, 
the manufacture of musical instruments), or 
where the number of skilled and experienced 
workers in a particular craft is small, to keep them 
more closely attached to the place of employment. 
The significance of this form lies in that it obscures 
the antagonism of interest between the capitalist 
and the workman. 

(2) A/ugnI<»(/<’ of (Ftjgcs 

'I'hc question of the level of wages represents 
certain special difficulties to the investigator. In 
the first place we must examine in what manner 
we can compare the magnitude of wages at various 
places and during various periods of time. 

Under the system of payment in kind this com¬ 
parison is comparatively ea.sy: where the workers 
receive more products there, of course, the wages 
are higher (that is, of couse, if the products are 
equal; if not, comparison can only be approxi¬ 
mate) . 

Under the money form of payment the difficul¬ 
ties increase. It does not by any means follow 
that if a worker in one place receives twice as much 
money as a worker in another, that the real wages 
of the former are higher. The money which a 
worker receives is important to him onE' because he 
can buy articles of consumption with it. If in one 
country- wages are 5s and in another 2s. 6d , and 
if in the first country the articles consumed by the 
worker are twice as dear as in the second, then 
the real wages in both countries are equal. 

I'hiis it is neces.sary to distinguish between 
nominal wages (so many pounds or shillings) and 
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real wages . in order to have a clear idea of real 
wages it is necessary to know how many articles 
of consumption, how much bread, meat, clothing, 
etc., can be purcha.sed for a given amount of 
money. 

It is only possible to compare the money wages 
in the same place and at the same time; other¬ 
wise we may easily be led into deep error. 

This is not all, however; in duscussing the rate 
of wages we must take into consideration the length 
of the working day and the intensity of labour, 
i.e , the amount of labour power e.xpended If the 
workers of one country receive for ten hours’ work 
the same as the workers of another country receive 
for twelve hours’, then the wages in the second 
in.stance must be regarded as lower. If the working 
day in both countries is the .same, say, ten hours, 
but the work in the .second country is more inten¬ 
sive, then the wages of the .second country arc 
lower. 

Owing to these difficulties, endless discussions 
take place in economic literature as to whether 
wages had risen or not at a given place during a 
given period of time. 

At all events wages are nothing more or less 
than the market price of labour ixiwer; on the aver¬ 
age they correspond approximately to the la/iic of 
labour power. 

As has been explained, the value of labour 
jiower is the value of the articles satisfying the 
usual requirements of the worker and his family. 
This, however, has still further to be explained. 

(i) The artificially developed requirements of 
the workers enter nearly as much into the value of 
labour power as his natural requirements. 
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Observation has shown that where, owing to 
favourable conditions, wages for a long period have 
remained at a high level, they seldom revert to 
their former level. If, however, wages do fall, it 
frequently happens that the workers reduce their 
consumption of bread, meat, etc., in order to be 
able to buy tobacco, wine or beer, tea, newspapers, 
books, etc. 

(2) When we .say that the value of the articles 
necessary to satisfy the requirements of the family 
of a worker enter into the value of labour power, 
we mean the number of articles neces.sary to main¬ 
tain an average family. If in the given society, 
however, more than one member of the family sells 
his labour power, then the wages all taken taf^ether 
on the average should be sufficient to satisfy the 
needs of the family. 

In general the share of the whole of the .social 
product coming to the working class should be 
sufficient to enable labour power to be rereduced 
so that there may always be the necessary quantit3' 
of workers of various kinds (turners, fittcr.s, 
joiners, etc ) at the .service of the capitali.st.s This 
means that the wages must suffice for the life of 
the worker and for the propagation of the race 
It cannot fall low'er than that; otlierwd.se the work¬ 
ing class would begin to die out and the capitalist 
system would come to an end. The same principle 
applies to the special wages of highU- skilled work¬ 
ers. The steady diminution of the wages of the 
workers who have spent a considerable time in 
learning their trade and who require a definite 
standard of life would lead to the deterioration of 
the quality of their own labour power and would 
prevent the training of workers like them. 
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After these remarks on wages in general, we 
may proceed to the question of wages in the period 
of manufacture and machinery. 

Under developed manufacture labour is still hand 
labour, just as under the handicraft .system. For 
that reason the individual skill of the worker, as 
formerly, is of great importance. 

With the technical division of labour some opera¬ 
tions are more and others less complex and require 
varying degrees in skill and periods of training. 
The workers under manufacture were divided into 
different grades according to the degree of skill 
and length of training, and the rate of wages varied 
in each grade 

The lowest grade comprised the so-called un¬ 
skilled labourer, the repre.sentative of “simple” 
labour of the period of manufacture. His labour 
required no special training and anybody could per¬ 
form it hie received w'agcs that corresponded to 
his very undeveloped requirements. Landless 
peasants, tramps and beggars provided the manu¬ 
facturer with the bulk of his labourers. 

The skilled workers repre.sented .something in the 
nature of an ari.stocracy of labour and received 
much more than the unskilled labourers. The.se 
also were divided into grades in accordance with 
their skill and pay. They w'ere made up at first 
of ruined master-craftsmen and former journey¬ 
men . 

Bearing in mind that wages are determined b\' 
the value of labour power, i.c., the value of the 
articles sati.sfying the vital necessities of the 
workers, it is not difficult to understand that great 
and permanent differences must have existed in 
rates of w'ages during the period of manufacture. 
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Carrying out varying functions in production, 
spending varying quantities of socially necessary 
labour power in the process of work, the various 
grades of workers had varying standards of require¬ 
ments ; they even differed in their origin, some 
coming from richer and others from poorer groups 
of society. But why did the capitalist take the 
various standards of requirements into considera¬ 
tion ? Why did he not reduce the wages of the 
skilled worker to the level of the labourer? Surely 
he did not care how much time the worker spent 
in training, and as for the interests of society he 
did not even give them a thought. 

In the first place, it is self-evident that a 
trained w'orker energetically stands out for a higher 
standard of exi.stence. In the history of the labour 
struggles in England it has been more than once 
ob.served that when wages had fallen excessively 
low, such workers preferred to do unskilled 
labourers’ work at which the pay was less, but 
which required a smaller expenditure of nervous 
energy Secondly, in the struggle for wages, the 
skilled workers are in a much more favourable 
position than the un.skilled workers. There is less 
competition among the former and it is less easy to 
replace them—in a word the relation of supply and 
demand is more favourable for them and it is diffi¬ 
cult for the capitalist to force their wages down. 

The extent to which the position of the skilled 
worker was more favourable as compared with the 
manufacturer may be seen from the following . if a 
number of workers, performing certain necessary 
skilled operations forming part of a number of 
others, refuse to work, then, owing to the impos¬ 
sibility of replacing them immediately, the em- 
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plover IS compelled either to shut down his shop for 
a time or concede the demands of the workers, 
'rile demand for skilled workers was so great in the 
period of the development of manufacture that the 
workers could to a large extent dictate conditions 
to the employers. (Of course this was not the case 
always and everywhere.) 

At all events the more numerous .section of the 
proletariat comprised the labourers and semi¬ 
skilled workers. Originating from tho.se social 
classes that were oppressed and economically 
weakened to the last degree, they developed their 
requirements with extreme slowness. For that 
reason wages in the sixteenth and .seventeenth cen¬ 
turies were very low. This applies to agriculture 
to a greater degree than to the manufacturing in¬ 
dustries, because in the former “skilled" labour 
hardly existed at all and the requirements of the 
workers were particularly low 

In more backward types of enterprises, organised 
on the basis of domestic capitalism, wages were 
approximately on the level existing in manufacture, 
or even lower. The merchant capitalist cared less 
for the welfare of the producer than the industrial 
capitalist, for whom exhausted, degenerate workers 
were obviously unprofitable. 

One of the conditions favouring the worker 
during the period of manufacture was that woman 
and child labour had not yet become widespread ; 
only one member of the family usually sold his 
labour power, the labour power of one person pro¬ 
viding the means of existence of the whole family. 
Owing to this, woman continued to play the same 
“self-sufficing" role in the family; her function 
was limited to the care of the household. 

M 
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The low wages of the period of manufacture 
were usually accompanied by a not very long work¬ 
ing day and a low intensity of labour. 

At the beginning of the period of manufacture 
the length of the working day was not much differ¬ 
ent from that which existed in the flourishing 
period of handicraft, viz., nine or ten hours per 
day and sometimes even less. A writer in the 
seventeenth century bitterly complains of the 
selfishness and laziness of the English workers 
who working four or five days in the week for eight 
hours a day received enough to live upon and never 
cared to work more. 

The shortness of the working day for the repre¬ 
sentatives of complex labour is explained by their 
favourable position in the labour market. For the 
representatives of simple labour it was due largely 
to the low development of their needs. There was 
little inducement for them to earn more wages by 
working longer hours. The comparatively low in¬ 
tensity of labour is due to the same causes. 

Such a state of affairs compelled the legislature 
of tho.se times to adopt measures against the “lazi¬ 
ness and selfishness” of the w'orkers. These in¬ 
clude the .severe laws against “vagabonds,” t.c., 
unemployed workers who had to find work some¬ 
where if they desired to avoid severe puni.shment, 
ranging from flogging to hanging. By this means 
masses of homeless people became disciplined 
enough to become useful for the purposes of the 
industrial capitalists by increasing the supply of 
labour and modifying the refractoriness of the 
others. But this purpose was not achieved to any 
considerable degree. 

Further, the length of the working day was regu- 
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lated by law ; a minimum labour day was estab¬ 
lished. In England, for instance, laws were passed 
in the seventeenth century fixing the working day 
at eleven to twelve hours, and fines were imposed 
upon both employer and employed in the event of 
their making private agreements for a shorter day. 
In actual practice these laws were not strictly 
carried out; they were evaded by means of numer¬ 
ous tricks and often directly violated. 

In the later stages of the manufacturing period 
the position changed to the disadvantage of the 
worker. The continued driving of the peasants 
from the land and the decline of small industry in¬ 
creased the number of proletarians. Neither manu¬ 
facture nor what remained of handicraft v^as able 
to provide sufficient wages for this mass of hungry 
people, and competition on the labour market be¬ 
came more and more intense. 

Nevertheless the length of the working day in¬ 
creased only very gradually. It is difficult to quote 
exact data, but the following fact will convincingly 
show that at the very clo.se of the manufacturing 
period the working day was not particularly long. 
In 1770 the author of a work on economic research 
proposed that, in order to clear England of all un¬ 
employed and idlers, workhou.ses be opened which, 
as the author expressed it, should be veritable 
“Houses of Terror.” Tho.se confined to these 
workhouses were to receive just enough to live on 
in return for which they would have to work 
“twelve hours per day.” From the fact that a 
twelve hour day was proixised for the.se “hou.ses of 
terror,” we may conclude that the usual length of 
the working day was very much less. 
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This was the position in the first stages of the 
development of machine capitalism. 

The division of labour under manufacture caused 
the division of the working class into groups with 
varying levels of wages corresponding to the vary¬ 
ing complexity of the work executed and the 
varying degree of training and skill of the workers. 
Owing to this a single working cla.ss did not exist; 
there were numerous classes of workers living un¬ 
der very dissimilar conditions. 

In abolishing the division of labour of manu¬ 
facture and superseding it by the specialisation of 
the machine, machine production tends to abolish 
the former differences in wages and to level them 
for all workers. If as a consequence of the intro¬ 
duction of machinery the productive function of the 
workers becomes the same, .so must their material 
conditions also become similar. 

Working at a machine requires so little train¬ 
ing that anybody can go through it in a very short 
time. All the former grades of workers are re¬ 
duced to one which in many respects is similar to 
that of the unskilled labourer The main difference 
between them is that the worker on the machine 
must have some education ; otherwise it would be 
a risky and unprofitable business to place in his 
charge a highly complex mechanism which to some 
extent at lea.st he must understand in order to 
direct it. And the more automatic the machine 
becomes, the le.ss direct physical assistance does it 
require from the worker and the more d(x?s it re¬ 
quire purely mental effort concentrated attention 
combined with conscientiousness in his work, and 
an understanding of the purpose and meaning of the 



ECONOMIC vSCIKNCE 327 

various parts of the machine and its relation to 
the work. 

Thus, like the hand labour of the unskilled 
labourer, the labour of the worker at the machine 
is converted into simple labour, i.e., into labour 
demanding a minimum of training and education 
for participation in social labour. But this mini¬ 
mum includes a general intelligence of the worker 
which increases as the process goes on. 

Increased intelligence is necessarily connected 
with a higher standard of living, and consequently 
a higher rate of wages. Thus although every 
capitalist strives to reduce wages as far as possible, 
nevertheless the requirements of production com¬ 
pel him to reconcile himself to an actual rise in 
wages. Even if he were to succeed for a time in 
overcoming the striving of the workers to raise 
wages, to suppress their demands nevertheless, 
owing to the failure to satisfy their higher needs, 
they would be ill-adapted to the machine, and there¬ 
fore unprofitable to him. 

In addition to the representative of “simple 
machine” labour, as has been pointed out, a special 
group of repre.sentatives of complex labour, viz., 
the intellectual technical staff, engineers, tech¬ 
nicians, chemists, experts in organisation, mana¬ 
gers, accountants, etc., continues to take part in 
production. This comparatively small stratum is 
quite distinct from ordinary workers as regards 
the wages received. As the intermediary group be¬ 
tween the employer and the workman, in machine 
capitalism, it cannot be included in the working 
c/ass.' 

^ Nevertheless it is the peculiar tendency of machine capital¬ 
ism to bring the productive function, social position, and 
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Woman and child labour was employed in the 
manufacturing period, but only to a limited degree. 
In manufacture hand labour requires a physical 
strength that is not usually possessed by women 
and children, i.e., the strength of an adult man. 
For that reason the competition of women and child 
labour against man’s labour in the manufacturing 
period was rare.* 

Under the system of machine production there is 
little handwork, and the greater part of the work 
does not need the phy.sical strength of an adult 
male worker. For that reason the labour of women 
and young per! 5 ons is more and more employed, 
and where neither phy.sical strength nor intelli¬ 
gence is required child labour comes on the scene. 
In a great number of cases it becomes more profit- 

menttality of this gioup iicau*i to less complex hiboui' This 
tendency mostly affects the lower .iiicl iiioie numeious section 
of the intc-llectual staff, which giacJcially loses its lower 
(lividing line and meiges with the non piivilegeci section ot the 
woikers The teiiclency v\ith regard to the smaller section of 
the intellectual staff, the members of which occupy the higher 
posts 111 the service of the capitalists and aie nearer to them 
in origin and habits, is cpiite dtffeient As economic relations 
develop and become moie dc*finite, tins upper station clefinitcdy 
associates itself with the capitali.st class 

^ Woman and child labour is cmploved to a gieater degree 
111 domestic capitalism Tins is clue to the fact that the jiai- 
ticularly severe e.xploitation ot the sm ill piodiicei by the 
met chant capitalist compels the torinei in Ins turn to uith- 
lessly exploit Ins family wnthont the least regaid as to wlietlmi 
their pliysK al strength is equal to the woik The inaiiufactui- 
ing capitalist finds it moic adiantar/eom to carry on Ins 
business with the aid of stiong adult workeis; although they 
have to pay them moie, neveitheless, under the system of hand 
laliour, their l.ibmir power is so considerably greater than that 
of women and children that it is still possilile to obtain com- 
IMiatively more surplus value out of them than out of the 
latter 
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able for the capitalist to replace male adult labour 
by cheaper though physically weaker workers. 

The result is that competition between the work¬ 
ers increases owing to the appearance of new labour 
power on the market. Wages fall in proportion as 
the employment of child labour increases. It is 
not difficult to .see to what level wages tend to fall. 
According to the law of value wages should 
correspond to the prices of the usual articles of 
consumption of a worker’s family. Now, however, 
this is not the wage of a single member of the 
family, but of all the members of the family selling 
their labour power taken together Now, as be¬ 
fore, the family on the average receives the means 
of exi.stence, the difference being, however, that it 
is earned, not only by the head of the family, but 
also by liis wife and children. 

The extent to which woman and child labour is 
employed increases with the development of capital¬ 
ism. In Russia, a country which has only recently 
become capitalistic, the number of women working 
in factories at the beginning of the twentieth cen¬ 
tury represented one-quarter, young persons one- 
twelfth, and children one-twcnticth of the total 
workers employed. In old capitalist countries like 
England the proportion is different. In the textile 
industry the number of men employed represents 
a little over one-quarter, women more than one- 
half, young jier.sons about one-twelfth, and children 
up to the age of thirteen about the same proportion. 

The difference in the wages of men, women, and 
children is very considerable. In the factories and 
works of the Moscow district the wages of men 
were twice those of women and three times those of 
children. This difference is only partly ex- 
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plained by the inferior capabilities of women and 
children. Even if we compare wages for equal 
work done we shall still find that the man receives 
more than the woman and still more than the child. 
The reason is that women and children are less 
class conscious and fight less energetically in de¬ 
fence of their interests. 

The social results of woman and child labour are 
very complex and have both their bad and good 
sides. 

It increases competition among the workers and 
places each of them in greater dependence than 
formerly upon the employer; it becomes easier to 
replace the workers, and the number of unem¬ 
ployed increases. 

Factory life for women and particularly for chil¬ 
dren means premature exhau.stion of the organism, 
and this prevailed to such a degree that it led to 
the degeneration of the workers. 

Working in a factory has a bad efiect upon the 
future offspring of a pregnant woman. Such chil¬ 
dren are born weaklings, have the appearance of 
being prematurely born, and are subject to a high 
mortality. Furthermore a woman factory worker 
has not the time to nurse her infant. 

Having grown up a little—sometimes to between 
six and eight years of age if it is not prohibited by 
law—the child itself enters the factory. The 
physical weakness of such children is confirmed not 
only by factory inspectors, but even by employers 
(prior to the Factory Acts in England eight year 
old children worked in the mills for fourteen hours 
a day). 

Prolonged factory labour not only exhausts the 
body of the child but destroys its mentality; it 
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makes it stupid and incapable of mental develop¬ 
ment, and sometimes leads to sheer idiocy. Such 
children grow up into men and women destitute of 
all independent moral energy, submissive and help¬ 
less creatures good for nothing else than to be 
passive tools in the hands of others. 

Nightwork in factories where men, women, and 
children work together is a dangerous source of 
sexual depravity among the working class. 

Factory work for women and children breaks up 
the worker’s home, alienates the wife from the hus¬ 
band, and the mother from the child. This is the 
cause of much suffering unknown in preceding 
epochs of the life of man. 

At the .same time, however, woman passes out of 
her previous slavery in the family. Becoming an 
independent worker, and thus acquiring economic 
independence, she gradually acquires equal rights 
with her husband. The position of the children is 
ahso improved, and their rights are to some extent 
recogni.sed. 

The fundamental significance of woman and 
child labour lies in the growth of the productive 
forces of society, which is achieved by the complete 
participation of women and children in the system 
of co-operation. These are the good effects of the 
application of woman and child labour. The bad 
ones result purely from the manner in which such 
labour is applied in the modern capitalist S3'stem 
of production and are not essential in other sys¬ 
tems. These bad effects can alwaj^s be modified by 
legislation, and, of course, can be entirely removed 
by a radical reconstruction of society. 
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(3) The Reserve Arviy uf Capilaltsin 

^\'^oman and child labour is not the only cause of 
the increase in the number of unemployed. A 
more important cause is the rapid decrease in the 
productivity of labour as a consequence of the ap¬ 
plication of machinery which renders large 
numbers of workers superfluous for capitalist pro¬ 
duction and removes them from the system of 
productive activity. In this manner there is 
created a mass of unemployed such as was never 
seen in preceding periods of social development 

In the capitalist system as a whole even this sec¬ 
tion of the working class is of productive import¬ 
ance It serves as a reserve of labour power for the 
requirements of production. When favourable 
market conditions induce the capitalists to extend 
production this reserve army is at their disposal, 
and there is thus no .shortage of labour power. 

As production expands a part of this reserve army 
is absorbed so that it is temporarily diminished. 
But the development of technique and the shrinking 
of the market again renders a part of the workers 
employed superfluous in production. (One of the 
great forces in this direction is mdustr’al crisis, 
about which we shall speak later ) The appearance 
of new machinery causing the rapid increase in the 
reserve army causes its gradual decrea.se. Machin¬ 
ery reduces the prices of commodities, .so that they 
become more accessible to a wider circle of pur¬ 
chasers, the increase in demand renders possible 
an increase in production, and as a consequence the 
worker who had been squeezed out by the machine 
again finds employment. However, not the whole 
of the reserve army finds its way back into indus- 
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trv'. Frequently the reduction in the number of 
workers employed is not temporary but permanent. 
For instance, in England, during the period 
1830-45, in spite of an increase of 142 per cent, in 
the output of the cotton industry, the number of 
workers employed was reduced by 4 per cent. 

Cenerally, with the progress of machinery the 
reserve army increases. The competition of the 
reserve army with the employed workers forces 
wages down. The improvement of means of com¬ 
munication tends to place the reserve army of the 
vvhole of each country at the disposal of each in¬ 
dividual emphner, so that unemployment in one 
place affects the labour market in others. 

In addition to the workers as such, the machine 
squeezes out independent small producers who for¬ 
merly lived by hand labour, but are unable to 
compete again.st the machine. In backward 
countries where machinery is introduced, not 
gradually but rapidly, or which have suddenly be¬ 
come a market for the machine products of more 
developed countries, a large “re.serve army” is 
rapidly created for large-scale production, of which 
the larger part dies out before it is required by the 
capitalists. This was the effect of the English 
textile machinery in the East Indies during the 
’thirties. If there is the possibility, the newly 
created unemployed army seeks for work iii more 
developed capitalistic countries. Thus the small 
producers of China, ruined by European capital and 
the newly rising capital of China, travel in masses 
to the West Coast of America. This competition 
has a depressing effect upon the local labour mar¬ 
ket, the more .so that' owing to their extremely low 
standard of existence they can sell their labour 



334 


A SHORT COURSE OF 


power incredibly cheaper. All this does not merely 
apply to economicallj’ backward countries like 
China which come into the sphere of European 
capitalism, but also to the economically backward 
parts of capitalist societies. To the extent that 
industrial development embraces such backward 
parts—deprives the peasant of the land, ruins the 
home worker and the handicraftsman—labour 
power commences to flow from these places to the 
industrial centres, to the labour markets of large- 
scale production. This was the case in Russia, and 
frequently conflicts broke out between the local 
workers and the newcomers because the latter forced 
down wages. 

The following figures give some idea of the 
fluctuations in the industrial reserve army. 
According to official returns 880,000 persons were 
receiving Poor Taw relief in England in 1856. In 
1863-64, as a consequence of the crisis in the cotton 
industry, the number reached 1,080,000. These, 
however, are not the complete figures for unem¬ 
ployment ; not every needy person applies for public 
relief; many are restrained by pride, especially 
when they only half belong to the reserve army, 
i.e., when they are in employment but have little 
work. At the beginning of the nineteenth century, 
according to competent observers, the number of un¬ 
employed in England was 1,000,000 in the summer 
and 1,750,000 in the winter, without including; 
those who were living wholly at the expense of 
public charity. In Germany in 1895, f^e end of 
a period of rapid industrial development, the official 
number of unemployed was 771,000. Statistics of 
unemployment over a more or less prolonged period 
exist only in England and France, and these only 
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apply to organised workers receiving unemploy¬ 
ment benefit from their organisations. The.se 
stati.stics show that for the nineteen years 1888-1906 
an average of 4 per cent, of the members of trade 
unions in England were unemployed and only in 
one year did the figure fall to 2.1 per cent., while 
in other years it rose to 7.5 per cent. The 
figures for h'rance are not less instructive. They 
apply to the twelve years 1895-1906, and embrace, 
It is true, a smaller number of workers. The 
average rate of unemployment here was 8.2 per 
cent., but the.se figures fall below the actual facts 
because they apply only to organised workers and, 
therefore, to those least aifected by unemployment. 

In backward countries w here large-scale capitalist 
production is rapidly introduced, the unemployed 
reserve army should be relatively as large as, if not 
larger than, 111 developed cajutalist countries, but 
it is difficult to estimate its exact extent owing to 
the fact that a concealed form of unemployment 
prevails. The pea.sant craftsman who is compelled 
to give up his subsidiary employment, and, there¬ 
fore, does productive work only in the agricul¬ 
tural .season, and the home worker whose trade is 
diminished owing to the falling off in the demand 
for his products on the part of the merchant capital¬ 
ist, to a certain extent belong to the superfluous 
section of the population, although superficially 
remaining independent producers 

The unemployed section of the working class 
represents the purest form of relative over¬ 
population. 

The means of existence of the capitalistic reserve 
army are various and precarious; they comprise 
former savings, public charity, theft, prostitution, 
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etc., and, of course, there can be no question as to 
the satisfaction of their needs—hunger, cold, 
poverty and even death from exhaustion is their 
lot. 

{4) Labour Organisation 

With the existence of the industrial reserve 
army, the conditions of market competition become 
to a high degree unequal as between the capitalist 
and working classes. Among the working class, 
therefore, there naturally arose a desire to minimise 
the effects of the inequality. 

The natural method of counteracting the effects 
of excessive competition is to restrict competition, 
and this was the method adopted by the working 
class. Various forms of working-class industrial 
organisation began to develop. 

The manufacturing period, with its extreme 
division of the working class arising out of manu¬ 
facturing division of labour, did not know of such 
forms of organisation. Machine production, by 
abolishing this division and reducing all the workers 
to a similar productive function, creates a suitable 
ground for such associations. Uniting masses of 
workers for a single purpose in a single workshop 
conducted along strictly defined rules, industrial 
capitalism trains them to unity and discipline 
which are necessary pre-requisites for the stability 
and practical success of any form of organisation. 

These are the economic conditions which ren¬ 
dered possible the rise and development of the 
various forms of working class organisation (trade 
unions, political organisations, co-operative 
societies, etc.). 

The first country in which trade unions began 
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to develop was England, the country in which 
machine production first appeared upon the scene. 
The first modern trade union appeared in 1794, 
that is, during the period of the great industrial 
revolution, the transition from manufacture to the 
machine. In other countries trade unionism 
developed in proportion to the development of in¬ 
dustrial capitalism. Everywhere the development 
proceeded with increasing rapidity.’ 

The primary, most simple, least .stable, and at 
the same time least perfect form of labour organisa¬ 
tion IS the strike, which casually and temporarily 
organi.ses the workers on the basis of some im¬ 
mediate practical aim and usually expresses itself 
in the form of a simultaneous cessation of work. The 
immediate significance of the .strike lies in that, 

' In investigating the question of the foiiiis and rapidity of 
development of such organisations it is of course necessary to 
take into consideiation not only the fundamental economic 
relations—the productive relations of the workers and their 
part in distrihution—hut also the state of popular education, 
political Ionditioiis, and paiticiilailv the law with legard to 
trade unions, etc The importance of the question of education 
(a condition insepaiahle from the general development ot 
productive foices) can he gauged fiom the fact that the most 
educated countries of the western world—United States, Eng¬ 
land, and Germany—are distinguished by having the largest 
number of labour associations The importance ot the freedom 
of association (which itsidf ot couise depends upon the relation 
of the stiength of the working class to that of other social 
groups) can he )udged from the following example In 1868 the 
French Legislature allowed the freedom of association for 
workeis, hut laid down ceitain limitations, sixteen yeais later 
there were in Fiance 283 unions, the law of 1884 removed the 
limitations, and in the couise of the next seven years the 
number of organisations increased by nearly four times, to 
1,127; at the hegiiining of the war there were over 5,000 or¬ 
ganisations wuth a total membership of over one million The 
number of workers organised m trade unions in England in 
1910 was more than four millions and in Germany nearly three 
millions. 
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under favourable conditions, it can bring about a 
partial improvement in the conditions of the 
workers. Frequently, such strikes serve as an im¬ 
petus to the formation of more definite and stable 
organisations, like trade unions. 

The trade union represents the most widespread 
form of labour organisation. The essential features 
of its formation and aims are everywhere the same, 
viz., a more or less centralised organisation con¬ 
structed on an elective basis aiming at raising the 
material standard of existence by means of mutual 
aid during sickness, accidents, etc., conducting 
negotiations with the employers with regard to 
wages, etc., fighting them by strikes, etc.; fre¬ 
quently also it aims at raising the educational and 
moral level of its members by establishing libraries, 
comrades’ disciplinary courts, etc. 

At first trade unions organised workers employed 
in a single enterprise; later they organised those 
employed in the same type of enterprise, and later 
still those employed in branches of industry closely 
allied to one another. At the same time the organi¬ 
sations were at first limited to a single town, 
district, or county. Gradually they extended 
beyond those limits, until they became inter¬ 
national, or in a particular country embraced the 
workers of diverse branches of industry into one 
large union. 

Trade unions at their strongest are capable of 
effectively weakening the competition among 
workers on the labour market. Here lies the 
definite connection between the development of trade 
unionism and the standard of wages. Countries in 
which trade unionism is most widespread, like 
America, where one-third of the workers are 
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organised, and England, where one-half are 
organised, are distinguished by their high standard 
of wages; and the wages of those belonging to 
trade unions are higher than those not belonging 
to them. In England, according to the figures 
given by Jevons, the rate of surplus value between 
1843 and 1883 was reduced by one-third. In 1843 
the income of artisans and workers represented 
;£i 71,000,000 and that of other classes 
;C342,ooo,ooo, the rate of surplus value being 
nearly 200 per cent. In 1883 the corresponding 
figures were ^550,000,000 and ;£720,ooo,ooo, the 
rate of surplus value being 130 per cent. According 
to the latest and perhaps more exact figures the 
share of the workers amounts to ;^5oo,ooo,ooo, and 
of other classes ;(i8oo,ooo;ooo, the rate of surplus 
value being 160 per cent. 

The trade unions cannot radically change the 
conditions of life of the workers, at least as long as 
they do not embrace the majority of the working 
class. The workers who remain outside the unions 
strongly compete against those inside. Moreover, 
the improvements in conditions which the trade 
unions are able to obtain cannot be regarded as 
permanent. The employers wait for a favourable 
moment, when the demand for workers is small and 
the supply great, to reduce wages and increase the 
working day. Then the workers either have to 
submit or commence a struggle under the most 
unfavourable conditions 

All this leads the workers to the recognition of 
the necessity for safeguarding the gains won in the 
economic struggle by la^islation, i.c., for the legis¬ 
lative improvement of conditions. They regard it 
as necessary that the State should protect the lives, 
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health, and the interests of the workers, and that 
this obligation be imposed upon it by law. As, 
however, the State is the organisation of the 
dominant class, and the modern State the organisa¬ 
tion of the domination of the bourgeoisie, it can 
only be induced to pass and observe laws protecting 
the interests of the workers by compulsion. From 
this follows the political stiuggle of the working 
class for factory legislation, a legal maximum 
working day, compensation for accidents, insurance 
against sickness and old age, etc. This struggle 
is conducted by means of .strikes, demonstrations, 
etc., on the part of the trade unions, the labour 
political organisations, and even unorganised masses 
of workers. The gains of the political struggle are 
much more permanent and reliable than those se¬ 
cured by the purely economic struggle, and further¬ 
more they affect the lives of far wider masses of the 
working class because laws are not passed usually 
for individual enterprises, but for whole industries, 
or even for universal application. 

This political struggle, however, does not strike 
at the roots of the economic system, and for that 
reason can only to a certain extent improve the 
conditions of the life of the workers; it cannot 
radically alter them. The precariousness of 
existence still hangs over the head of the worker; 
under the best factory laws he may at any moment 
find himself without employment and therefore 
without means of existence, since the anarchy of 
production and the elemental power of the market 
remain as before. If a new machine is introduced 
or the demand for a particular commodity declines, 
the capitalist is compelled to throw tens, hundreds, 
and even thousands of workers upon the streets, and 
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the capitalist system cannot guarantee to any of 
them the means of livelihood. When the working 
class becomes fully conscious of this precariousness 
and its dependence upon the very foundations of 
the capitalist system, it is faced with the problem 
of a radical change of the social system, of altering 
its basis, and abolishing the anarchy of production. 
Then the working class begins to organise for the 
struggle for the abolition of private property in 
land and the means of production and for their 
transformation into the property of society as a 
whole, which would systematically organise pro¬ 
duction. This struggle for socialism is, of course, 
also conducted in the form of a political struggle, 
and it creates national and international working- 
class political organisations—the socialist parties 
and the Workers’ International. 

In the struggle for the radical reconstruction of 
the social system the trade union economic struggle 
and the struggle for factory legislation acquire 
a new significance as a means to the final aim, as 
a method of developing the energy, organisation, 
and practical ability of the working class in its main 
struggle. 

In countries that are not free, where the bour¬ 
geoisie—and in most backward countries, the feudal 
classe.s—in their own interests hinder all political 
life and development of class consciousness among 
the workers, the trade union economic struggle, the 
struggle for factory legislation, and the struggle 
for socialism arouse, as their necessary means and 
condition, a struggle for civil liberties and a demo¬ 
cratic State. In this struggle the workers may find 
allies among the intelligent peasants, petty artisans, 
and the badly paid mental workers, generally 
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speaking in the lower classes of bourgeois society, 
which are economically and politically oppressed 
by the upper class. 

The trade union struggle and the struggle for 
factory legislation are particularly widespread in 
countries having the widest markets, and conse¬ 
quently the most extensive demand for labour 
power, such as England and America up to about 
1900. The socialist movement, however, developed 
most strongly not in these countries, nor, indeed, 
in any of the countries developed furthest along 
the lines of industrial capitalism, but rather in 
those like Germany which are distinguished by 
their most rapid development. Owing to this, the 
gains of the movement, both in the trade union 
struggle and the struggle for factory legislation, 
developed so rapidly that they quickly overtook the 
old capitalist countries. 

A special form of labour organisation is repre¬ 
sented by the “co-operative” consumers and loan 
and savings societies, which, by the by, are not 
less widespread among the peasants and petty 
traders of the town than among the workers. The 
aim of the.se organi.sations is to improve the con¬ 
ditions of life of the workers by means of commer¬ 
cial operations, cheaper wholesale purchases of 
articles of consumption (consumers’ societies) and 
mutual credit (loan and savings societies), etc. 
Such organisations could not cause a general im¬ 
provement in the condition of the working class 
independently of the trade union and political 
labour organisations because, even if they embraced 
the whole of the working class, the purchasers of 
labour power would be able immediately to reduce 
wages by the amount that had been saved by the 
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workers through their membership of them ; only 
political and trade union organisation can guaran¬ 
tee the permanency of an improved standard of 
life. In the general process of economic develop¬ 
ment, these organisations, by their competition, 
hasten the doom of small traders and petU' usurers. 

The peasants’ co-operative .societies are of par¬ 
ticular importance. They facilitate the organisa¬ 
tion of the mass of individual peasant farmers and 
their defence against the rural usurer; they help 
them to improve the techniciue of production by 
collectively acquiring improved instruments and 
machinery which, owing to the high cost, would 
be inaccessible to the individual peasant, by col¬ 
lectively purchasing better seeds, and frequently by 
organising the collective sale of their products. 
Mixed co-operative societies, having a membership 
of workers, intellectuals, and petty bourgeoisie, are 
the least progressive forms; they do not facilitate 
but hinder class solidarity, and frequently compel 
the workers, when they are in a minority, to sub¬ 
ordinate themselves to class interests other than 
their own. 

A special type of co-operative society is the 
productive co-operative, which consists of a group 
of workers who possess their own means of pro¬ 
duction and conduct their own enterprises. The 
members of such organisations are thus employers 
and workers at the .same time. Such organisations 
can considerably improve the conditions of their 
members by preventing the transfer of profits into 
the hands of the capitalist. 

Only in rare cases, however, can productive 
associations be established without outside help 
(State aid for example) as with modern industry 
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it is usually necessary to have considerable capital 
to start an enterprise. Furthermore, the manage¬ 
ment of productive societies presents great diffi¬ 
culties ; as, for instance, the members’ inexperi¬ 
ence of joint organisational activities, the smallness 
of their capital, and the hostile attitude of the 
capitalists who, with greater means at their dis¬ 
posal, are able to out-compete the workers’ enter¬ 
prise. 

Organising amidst capitalist relations, the pro¬ 
ductive association can, under favourable conditions, 
radically improve the conditions of its members, 
j.e., a comparatively small number of workers. 
Then the interests of the few begin sharply to 
diverge from the interests of the remainder. In 
fact, when the association has a respectable capital 
it becomes unprofitable to accept new members on 
an equal basis with the old members. If the capital 
amounts to ;£ioo per member, for instance, the ac¬ 
ceptance of new members without their depositing 
;Cioo apiece would mean in effect the old members 
sharing their profits with the new ones. 

In fact, there is nothing easier than for these 
working-class employers to be converted into an 
aristocracy of labour. Sometimes productive asso¬ 
ciations engage outside workers and pay them not 
more than the usual wages. In their development 
these associations tend to become limited companies. 
Essentially they only .serve to increase the petty 
bourgeoisie. Frequently they are established not 
by pure workers but by petty bourgeois producers. 
So far these productive associations have had com¬ 
paratively little success. 

Consumers’ and producers’ associations are much 
more stable and have more vitality. Accumulating 
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considerable means, these societies establish their 
own workshops and factories for the production of 
the articles in most common use among their mem¬ 
bers. The sale of the articles produced is thus 
more or less guaranteed, and production may proceed 
successfully : the workers usually receive compara¬ 
tively good wages and enjoy the benefits of mem¬ 
bership of the co-operative societies. 

(5) Labour Legislation 

1'he political struggle of the workers for the 
improvement of the conditions of life and labour 
gives rise to factory legi.slation. 

Factory legislation consi.sts in that the State 
intervenes in the organisational activity of the 
capitalists and limits the freedom of contract be¬ 
tween labour and capital. The need for .such limi¬ 
tation for the Stale arises from the conflict of in¬ 
terests between individual enterprises and the whole 
of capitalist .society, that is with the interests of the 
capitalist class as a whole. No matter what form 
factory legislation may assume in individual cases 
—the limitation of the working day, fixing respon-« 
sibility upon the employer for accidents, control 
of hygienic conditions of labour, etc.—essentially 
they all amount to the same thing, viz., an altera¬ 
tion of “ wages” in the broadest sense of the term, 
i.e., an alteration of the share which the workers 
receive in social distribution. 

In order to explain in what manner machine pro¬ 
duction, by reforming all previous relations, creates 
the need for factory laws we will quote the example 
of England. As the country in which machine 
capitalism developed earliest, England was the first 
to adopt factory legislation. 
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When the tendency of capitalism to increase 
the working day and lower wages went to such 
extremes as to lead to the degeneration of the work¬ 
ing class it became apparent that not only were the 
workers interested in altering these conditions, but 
so, also, were other elements of society. In the 
first place, the landowning class were not a little 
interested in the strivings of the workers ; for every 
improvement in their conditions would increase 
their needs, and thus increase the demand for 
articles of consumption a considerable part of 
which were products of agriculture, and an increase 
in the demand for agricultural produce meant an 
increase in rent. 

Moreover, the hostility between the landowners 
and the capitalists arising out of the conflict be¬ 
tween rent and profits inclined the former to sup¬ 
port the workers against the capitalists even on the 
question of factory laws. The petty bourgeoisie 
were inclined to show active sympathy with the 
workers for two main rea.sons: firstly, their hos¬ 
tility to the large capitalist enterpri.ses which out- 
competed them in all fields of competition, and, 
secondly, the direct interest of the petty liourgeoisie 
in the condition of the working class in ndiich, under 
unfavourable circumstances, many of them found 
themselves. The more enlightened capitalists, who 
were able to ri.se above the immediate interests of 
their enterprise and of the moment, understood that 
some improvement in the standard of life of the 
workers would even be to their advantage, as it 
would result in an improvement in the quality and 
intensity of the work. These considerations 
weighed to an even greater extent with the en¬ 
lightened English bureaucracy. 



IX'ONOMTC SClKNCK Ml 

Owing to these circumstances the workers found 
strong allies in their struggle for factory laws, and 
subsequently laws were passed limiting the length 
of the working day—at fii'st applying only to 
women and children as the elements of the working 
class upon which the health and strength of the 
future generation depended. The working day for 
adult males automatically decreased owing to the 
fact that the women and children comprised a con¬ 
siderable section of the workers, and it was found 
that to continue work when they had finished for 
the day was inconvenient and unprofitable. 

Previous to the passing of the Factory Acts, 
fourteen and fifteen hours per day was the usual 
thing. Fourteen hours’ work per day only allows 
a man two hours for the satisfaction of his higher 
human needs (that is if we count eight hours for 
sleep), and yet there were cases of workers being 
employed eighteen hours per day. 

By the Act of 1833 the working day in most of 
the important industries was limited to twelve 
hours. Subsequently after a number of petty re¬ 
forms in this direction the working day was limited 
to ten hours by the Act of 18^)7. In the meantime 
the system of factory inspection was gradually 
organnsed for the purpose of watching the carrying 
out of the laws and prosecuting those who evaded 
them. Thanks to the comparatively independent 
position enjoyed by the British factory inspectors 
the Factory Acts began to be completely put into 
operation. (The reports of the British factory 
inspectors were the first means of acquainting 
Europe with the real position of the working class, 
and provided a mass of material for the investiga¬ 
tion of the laws governing the capitalist system.) 
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In politically backward countries like Russia, the 
factory inspectors possessed neither the independ¬ 
ence, education, nor humanity to insist on the 
factory laws being carried out, and for that reason 
these laws remained very largely on paper only. 

After the first steps in factory legislation had 
been taken further steps were comparatively easy 
and did not require so much effort. This is not 
difficult to explain. If a law is passed limiting the 
working day in certain industries, the employers 
in the.se industries are interested in securing the 
application of the law to others, for they do not 
desire other capitalists to have any advantages over 
them in the business of accumulating profits. In 
the same way, if, owing to local conditions, one 
.section of the capitalists has to be satisfied with 
a shorter working day than the others, they will 
be inclined to demand a legal maximum working 
day for the whole country—only within such limits, 
however, as will abolish the advantages their com¬ 
petitors possess over them without causing them 
any loss. Thus during the great strikes in Peters¬ 
burg and other places in Russia in 1896, the chief 
demand of which was the shortening of the working 
day, the cotton manufacturers of Lod'^, who, as a 
result of the energetic struggle of their workers, 
were compelled to agree to a shorter working day, 
demanded the legal reduction of the working day 
for the whole country in order to remove the ad¬ 
vantages which their competitors in the Moscow 
district, where the working day was very long, 
possessed over them. 

The importance of standardising the labour day 
lies in the fact that, in enabling the workers to live 
a more natural life, it creates the conditions for 
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improving the quality and raising the intensity of 
labour. It is then possible to increase the speed 
of the machines, and increase the number placed in 
charge of a single worker. There is, however, a 
limit beyond which the reduction of the working 
day will cause a diminution of surplus value, be¬ 
cause the intensity of labour can only be increased 
to a certain extent. It is difficult to say whether 
or not an eight-hour day reaches that limit; at any 
rate under present social conditions it is near it. 
The movement for the eight-hour day commenced 
in tile ’fifties and became greatly intensified from 
1889, when the First Congress of the Second Inter¬ 
national declared May i a labour holiday, the chief 
watchword of which was the demand for an eight- 
hour day. 

At first the reduction of the working day leads 
to the reduction of unemployment, but owing to the 
rapid increase in the intensity of labour this reduc¬ 
tion is only temporary ; it soon becomes possible to 
manage with the previous number of workers or 
even less. 

After England, other capitalist countries began to 
introduce factory legislation. At the .same time the 
influence of historic environment, and the influ¬ 
ence of world capitalism on other countries, was 
such that factory legislation in those countries was 
secured much more easily and with less struggle 
than in the older countries (just as the development 
of industrial capitalism proceeds more rapidly in 
these countries). 

In all countries legislation was extended step by 
step to all aspects of factory life. First of all it 
fixed a limit to the labour of women and children, 
and their employment up to a certain age was pro- 
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hibited. Then in some places the law limited the 
working time of adult males. In Russia the first 
step in this direction (it is true a very small and 
hesitating step) was taken by the law of June 2, 
1897, which was the result of the strike in 1896 
referred to above. 

In some places the law prohibited night work 
for women and children. In Switzerland this ap¬ 
plied also to men with the exception, of course, of 
those employed on work which has to be carried 
on without interruption. The importance of this 
law is evident; apart from the harmful effects of 
night work upon health, it also serves as a fruitful 
source for the development of unhealthy sexual life 
among the working class. 

In many countries the law lays down rules of 
cleanliness for places of employment, against harm¬ 
ful employments, and for protection from danger¬ 
ous machinery. 

Hundreds of thousands of workers die every year 
as a consequence of insanitary conditions of labour. 
The number, however, cannot be accurately calcu¬ 
lated, and we can only estimate it indirectly from 
the enormous death rate in the various industries. 
With regard to the killed and injured in the pro¬ 
cess of production we have fairly exact figures in 
the Western European countries. From these 
figures we see that in Germany in 1894 alone there 
were 216,000 accidents among workers, of which 
6,000 were fatal, while nearly 3,000 workers were 
rendered incapable of further employment owing 
to mutilation. The importance of laws making the 
adoption of measures for the prevention of acci¬ 
dents compulsory may be seen from the fact that 
in England in 1874 one worker out of every 374 
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workers was killed on the railroads and one in 
eighty-nine was injured. In 1894, after the Pre¬ 
vention of Accidents Law had been in operation 
for some time, the number of killed fell to one in 
796 and the number of injured to one in 140. 

In some countries the factory acts place the re¬ 
sponsibility for accidents upon the employers, and 
provide for workers’ insurance against sickness, 
accidents, and old age, sometimes with the compul¬ 
sory contribution of the employers to the insurance 
funds. 

In some places the law compels employers to 
open schools for young persons in connection with 
the factories. 

The general economic backwardness of agricul¬ 
ture is seen from the fact that the legal protection 
of agricultural workers appears much later and is 
applied to a smaller extent than in industry. This 
is in keeping with the slow development of the 
economic and political struggle of the agricultural 
proletariat. 

The legal e.stablishment of conditions of labour 
is of enormous beneficial importance in the develop¬ 
ment of the productive forces of society. In the 
first place it ha.stens technical development, for 
with the increase in the cost of labour power it 
becomes more profitable to substitute machinery 
for human labour; secondly, it hastens the doom 
of the small enterpri.ses which are less able to bear 
the increased expenditure for labour power and 
the improvement of conditions of labour than the 
larger ones; thirdly, the intervention of the State 
takes away from individual capital its privileges 
as the only and all-powerful organiser of industry, 
and, fourthly, by improving the condition of the 
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working class it creates more favourable conditions 
for the development of proletarian consciousness 
and the proletarian struggle for the radical trans¬ 
formation of society. 

(d) Taxation 

Capitalist society is composed of classes having 
conflicting interests. In its purely abstract form 
it is composed of bourgeoisie and proletariat who 
conduct an unceasing struggle against each other 
for the division of the product of industry. The 
bourgeoisie strives to increase surplus value which 
represents its share, while the proletariat on the 
other hand exerts all efforts to increase wages which 
are spent on the reproduction of its human energy. 
As, however, surplus value and wages represent 
parts of the same whole—the annual social product 
produced by the worker-;—the vital struggle be¬ 
tween the two classes inevitably takes the form of 
a tacit or avowed class struggle. 

If this be so, if capitalist society is compo.sed of 
two fundamentally hostile classes, if between these 
two clas.ses there is an unceasing struggle, and if, 
in spite of all this, society does not break down, it 
is clear that there must be .some form which sup¬ 
ports the existing sy.stem. This means first of all 
that there mu.st be some organisation which pro¬ 
tects private property, keeps the working class in 
subjection, and helps the bourgeoisie to exploit it. 
Such an organisation is the bourgeois State with 
its bureaucracy, standing army, police, courts, 
prisons, etc. 

The capitalist State is the force which enables 
the bourgeoisie to strengthen and reproduce the 
existing productive relations. Therefore, the 
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capitalist State is in the first place the weapon of 
class domination of the bourgeoisie (hence the 
" dominant” or “ governing class”) which holds in 
its hands the whole apparatus of the State, irres¬ 
pective of whether it is an absolute or constitutional 
monarchy or democratic republic. 

But the functions of the State do not end here. 

The characteristic feature of the capitalist system 
of production is its anarchical construction. It is 
composed of hundreds of thousands of individual 
enterprises connected with each other only through 
exchange. Other more stable ties do not exist. 
As a consequence of this we get competition, or in 
other words a struggle of all against all. But some 
productive units, some enterprises, have common 
interests. These are the interests of the capitalist 
class taken as a whole. In addition to the organi¬ 
sation for keeping the workers in subjection, the 
bourgeoisie must have an apparatus for carrying 
out the f'eneral functions which are technically 
necessary in the capitalist system of production. 
These include the organi.sation of means of com¬ 
munication, the regulation of the circulation of 
money, public education (which is a mighty instru¬ 
ment for the development of productive forces, and 
consequently for the whole of bourgeois society), 
medical assistance for the masses (constant ill- 
health among whom would destroy the labour power 
necessary for the bourgeoisie, and in the event of 
epidemics is menacing to the health of the upper 
classes), etc. All these functions are carried out 
by the organ of the domination of the bourgeoisie— 
the capitalist State. 

The State, however, requires means for carrying 
out these functions. These are obtained by means 
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of ta.\ation from the national incomes of the conn* 
try, i.e., from the whole of the products annually 
produced in it. The question now arises from what 
part of the national income does the State obtain 
its taxes—from surplus value or from wages ? An 
abstract analysis shows that in a pure capitalist 
society taxes can only be taken from surplus value. 
As has already been explained, wages are that part 
of the social product that is used for the reproduc¬ 
tion of the human energy of the working class, for 
the maintenance of the existence of the proletariat; 
it expresses the normal value of the labour power 
applied to industry, the value of the means of life 
of the worker. The expenditure of a definite part 
of the social product for the maintenance of the 
workers is as necessary for the capitalist system as 
the expenditure for replacing worn out machinery 
and the manufacture of new tools. If the capitalist 
system gave the working class less than the nor¬ 
mal value of labour power then the workers would 
begin to deteriorate and die out, which would mean 
the destruction of the fundamental productive 
forces, and consequently the general deterioration 
of the capitalist system. 

The forms of taxation u.sually recognised are 
direct and indirect. Indirect taxes are those im¬ 
posed upon commodities such as tea, sugar, kero- 
.sene, salt, etc. Direct taxes are those that are im¬ 
posed upon capital, land, houses, individuals and 
incomes. The distinguishing feature of indirect 
taxes is that they can be passed on by the person 
upon whom they are originally imposed to a third 
person, t.e., to the consumer. Thus, when in 1914 
the Russian sugar manufacturers paid a tax of 5 
kopeks for every pound of sugar put on the mar- 
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kct, the pureliasers of suj^ar had to pay 5 kopeks 
more for their sugar than when the tax had not 
been imposed. It is usually assumed that direct 
taxes cannot be transferred, but this applies com¬ 
pletely only in the case of the progressive income 
tax.' However that may be, the.se two divisions 
were established owing to the fact that the methods 
of collection in each case are different and require 
different technical apparatus. 

It would seem that the de.scription of indirect 
taxation given above contradicts what has been said 
with, regard to the source of taxes being surplus 
value. For indirect taxes which are usually im- 
jiosed upon articles ol common use arc passed on to 
the C(»isuni(’rs , who 111 idealistically developed 
capitalist society are predominantly the workers. 
Hence the taxes are taken from the income of the 
workers, i c , from wages. Hut this is an apparent 
contradiction, for the introduction of indirect taxes 
cau.ses a reduction of real wages below the .standard 
of the value of the labour power, and this, as has 

' l)iu'(t taxes mdtide t.ixes on le.il estates These aie taxes 
which, unlike iliiect taxes inijiosecl upon indivulnals (inronie 
tax, ten instance, which is iinposc'd n|ion tlie whole ot tile 
income cm tin- inopulx ot the taxpayei), ate imposed on f/titK/-, 
|)iochuing leveinie oi hating value These iiu hide taxes ii)ion 
liuildiiigs. l.incl fishing. tiap|)ing, eiiteipi ise.s, c-tc Such taxc's 
c.ui lic‘ tiansteiied to the consiiinei What, toi instanc p, ,'iie 
the eitec'ts oi a house tax'' A house-ownei, like .i caintalist, 
will invest Ills capital in thi‘ constiuction ot houses only whim 
he will leceive the usual late ot profit If the iinposition ot 
a house tax will cut down his jnofits then the late of piofit 
will he lowei in rompaiison with that of other capitalists 
Tile c onscupieme will lie that the huilding of houses will he 
teiiipoiaiilv stopped and house rents will use until the piofits 
of the house-owner reach the normal level, and this means that 
the house tax has heeii passed on to the tenants of the houses 
It will he sc-en, therefore, that the taxes on real estate are 
diiert only in the foim of their imjiosition , in actual fact they 
are only a concealed form of indirect fa.xation 

N 
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been explained, inevitably causes a rise in money 
wages at the expense of the surplus value of the 
capitalist. 

All this, however, applies to capitalism in its 
perfect form, that is, a capitalist society in which 
there are only bourgeoisie and proletariat, and 
where there are no intermediate classes like petty 
artisans, p>easants and independent small producers 
in general. In backward capitalist countries where 
the petty bourgeoisie, and particularly the peasants, 
represent the overwhelming majority of the popu¬ 
lation, the State by means of indirect taxation draws 
an enormous revenue out of the earnings of the 
petty bourgeoisie. In doing so it not only takes 
from that part of their earnings which corresponds 
to surplus value, but frequently also it takes a 
part of the necessary product that corresponds to 
wages. As a typical example of this we may quote 
Russia, where in 1916 indirect taxes comprised 
four-fifths of the revenue derived from taxation, and 
where the budget was almost entirely based upon 
the revenue derived from 'the earnings of the many 
millions of peasants. In this respect Russia pre¬ 
sented the direct opposite of capitalistically 
developed England where indirect taxation repre¬ 
sented in 1916 only one-third of the revenue of 
the Treasury. 

In backward countries, or countries only just en¬ 
tering the path of capitalist development, indirect 
taxation, hardly touching the surplus value of the 
capitalist class, and almost exclusively affecting 
the petty bourgeoisie, serves as a mighty instru¬ 
ment for the expropriation of the independent com¬ 
modity producers. Together with merchant 
usurers’ capital indirect taxation expropriates the 
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artisans and peasants and drives them into the 
ranks of the wage workers. This assumes a par¬ 
ticularly sharp form in colonies, where the ad¬ 
vanced capitalist nations deliberately apply the sys¬ 
tem of indirect taxation in order to ruin the natives. 

All this, however, applies only to backward coun¬ 
tries, preserving the relics of pre-capitalist produc¬ 
tion. In completely developed capitalist societies 
both direct and indirect taxes in the last resort are 
taken from surplus value But if this be so, why 
does the proletariat in all capitalist countries wage 
such a determined struggle for the abolition of 
indirect taxes and the .substitution of direct taxes ? 

The reason is that it is only in the last resort 
that indirect taxes are taken from surplus value 
in capitalist countries. At their first introduction 
they increase the mass of surplus value at the ex¬ 
pense of wages. This means an increase in the rate 
of exploitation on a .social scale, and consequently 
(other things being equal) the ab.solute deterioration 
of the position of the working class. We said above 
that tlie workers’ share of the social product can¬ 
not be less than a certain minimum, that is, the 
value of their necessary means of existence. It 
does not follow, however, that immediately in¬ 
direct taxes reduce wages below this minimum 
the latter automatically rise. On the contrary, 
they rise only after severe class struggles—strikes, 
etc.—and the workers frequently have to exert con¬ 
siderable effort in order to restore the previous 
standard of existence, which sometimes takes a long 
period to achieve. 

Furthermore, indirect taxation is rctroii^rcssri'e in 
character; it falls heaviest on those with the least 
income. Indirect taxes are usually imposed upon 
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articles of general consumption like salt, matches, 
sugar, tobacco. If the income of one person is one 
thousand times that of another, it does not follow 
that the first v\ill bu\ one thousand times more 
salt or matches; he may buy three or four times 
more • that is, a person with an income of 100,000 
will pay only three or four times more taxes than 
the person with an income of about £100 ; so that 
if the latter pays i per cent, of his income in taxes 
the former will pay o.oo/| per cent. 

All thc.se reasons compel the proletariat, and in¬ 
deed all the working class, to struggle for the com¬ 
plete abolition of retrogressive indirect taxation 
and for the introduction of a prcgrcssii’c income 
tax. This tax is inipo.sed on incomes, and com¬ 
mences with incomes of a certain size. It should 
not affect earned income Furthermore, this tax 
incrca.ses in proportion as the income iiureases and 
imposes the greatest burden upon the highest in¬ 
comes 

Thus incomes from £200 to £2,00 are taxed i per 
cent., from £'>,00 to £^00 per cent., and so on ; 
the progressive tax increases up to a certain limit 
only; otherwi.se it could go up to 100 per cent, and 
absorb the whole of the income 

By means of the jirogressive income tax we avoid 
a too rapid ruination of the small producers, peas¬ 
ants and arti.sans, which is harmful for the prole¬ 
tariat in that it creates an enormous unemployed 
army. It is perhaps harmful for the capitalist, too, 
for it destroys the purchasing power of the peas¬ 
ant masses, and thus decreases the demand for 
their products 

The e.stabli.shment of a single progressive income 
tax IS one of the planks in the programme of the 
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proletariat in so far as the struggle is conducted 
within the framework of the bourgeois democratic 
State. With the establishment of Socialism, all 
taxes, including the progressive income tax, will 
become superfluous, because the whole of the social 
IDroduct, necessary as well as surplus, will be at 
the disposal of society to be used for the satisfaction 
of its requirements. 

7 Main Tkndknciks in tiik Dkvklopmknt of 

CxiMTM.ISM 

I'he economically leading class in the capitalist 
system is the industrial bourgeoisie. The main 
driving force of development, as before, is competi¬ 
tion with its psychological results—the striving for 
unlimited accumulation and for the unlimited ex¬ 
pansion of enteriiri.scs. 

Let us examine how these forces of development 
operate within the limit of .separate enterprises and 
how they appear in the relation between enterprises. 
As the share of the capitalist in social distribution 
is surplus value, his whole aim in organising pro¬ 
duction is to increase the surplus value derived 
from his enterprise. 

The amount of surplus value derived from any 
given enterpri.se is determined by two conditions : 
first by the amount of surplus value created by 
each worker, and .secondly by the number of wor¬ 
kers employed. By increasing the one or the other 
the capitalist increases the amount of surplus value 
in his enterprise. 

We will assume that the necessary labour time 
is five hours and the surplus labour time also five 
hours. The simplest method of increasing the sur- 
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plus value created by each worker is obviously to 
increase the surplus time, and in that case the 
working day becomes longer. If the working day 
is increased from ten hours to twelve then surplus 
values will be created not during five hours but 
during seven hours each day, the amount of surplus 
value will be increased 1.4 times (the rate of sur¬ 
plus value increasing from 100 per cent, to 140 per 
cent.). The increase of the working day has its 
limits; it is physically impossible to make it more 
than twenty-four hours per day. Furthermore, 
the organism of the worker cannot stand too pro¬ 
longed labour, which means that the work is badly 
done and less intensive. A too long working day 
may prove less profitable for the capitalist than a 
shorter one. For instance, a fifteen-hour day would 
be less profitable than a twelve-hour day if the 
labour in the former were only one-third the in¬ 
tensity of the latter. Finally, the workers them¬ 
selves would not consent to working an excessively 
long working day and would commence an ener¬ 
getic struggle against the employers. 

In addition to the direct increase of the working 
day, there comes into being at a certain stage in 
the development of production a concealed form of 
increasing it. When the feudal landowners in ex¬ 
tending their own cultivation took possession of the 
lands belonging to the peasants dependent upon 
them, the complete expropriation of the latter 
proved to be a very risky business ; the expropriated 
peasants went into the towns because there was no¬ 
thing left to bind them to the country, and the land- 
owners took the risk of being left without any 
labour power. To avoid this the landowners leR 
small plots of land with cottages upon them in the 
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Occupation of the peasants. These plots were so 
small that their occupiers (the English cottars 
and the German kossets) could obtain only a small 
part of their means of existence upon them, and 
were, therefore, compelled to offer their labour 
power to the landlord. The wages which the peas¬ 
ant received did not represent the full value of 
labour power, but were adjusted so that the sum 
of the peasant’s wages and his income from his 
plot comprised the price of his necessary means of 
.subsistence. 

In the early stages of the development of large- 
scale production the same method was applied in 
manufacturing industry; the workers received a 
small plot of land for the cultivation of vegetables, 
and wages were reduced in proportion to the in¬ 
come derived from the allotment; sometimes the 
rates of pay were reduced and sometimes deductions 
were made from wages as payment for the use of 
the allotment. 

In both instances the result is the same; the 
working day is increased for the peasant labourer 
or factory worker by the number of hours he devotes 
to the cultivation of his allotment. At the same 
time the extreme exhaustion and the decline of 
vitality of the worker become inevitable. The 
worker, however, is, as it were, bound to the place 
by the attraction which the conduct of his own, if 
shadowy, little business has for him. 

The division of land among the peasants after 
the abolition of serfdom leads practically to the 
same economic results. The allotments which the 
peasants receive are so small that they cannot main¬ 
tain their owners or employ all their labour power. 
The peasant is compelled either to sell his spare 
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labour power to the landlord or rent an extra piece 
of land. The conditions of the tenancy of the extra 
piece of land are such that on careful examination 
they will be found to be a concealed form of selling 
labour power. The income derived from this plot is 
only sufiicient to supplement the earnings of the 
peasant to bring it to the level of the value of the 
necessary means of life. The large landowner lets 
out his land in small plots in preference to conduct¬ 
ing large-scale cultivation himself, because in this 
way he obtains a larger quantity of work. It is 
easy to imagine how difficult the stage of transition 
of the peasant into a wage labourer must be. 

Such a system represents certain advantages for 
the capitalist only as long as there is no imperative 
demand for the increased inten.sity of labour and 
as long as quality is not a matter of great import¬ 
ance. For that reason it disappears in the course 
of time, first in the manufacturing industries which 
develop more rapidly, and then gradually in agri¬ 
culture (in whicli even in our day it reveals a cer¬ 
tain tenacity of life). 

The increase in the intensity of labour has al¬ 
most the same significance as the increase in the 
working day Here the expenditure of a greater 
quantity of labour power takes place in a smaller 
number of hours. Apart from some minor calcu¬ 
lations (as, for instance, that with a shorter work¬ 
ing day less is expended on heating, lighting, etc.), 
it makes no difference to the employer whether 
he increases a ten-hour day to eleven hours or 
whether he increa.ses the intensity of labour by one- 
tenth The usual method of increasing the inten¬ 
sity of labour is piecework. In the early stages of 
capitalism such a method of increasing surplus 
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value played a comparatively unimportant role be¬ 
cause it is almost incompatible with a long working 
day which was then widely the custom, and because 
the low level of the development of the working 
class, the under-feeding and generally the small 
needs of the working class, make a high intensity' 
of labour simply impossible. 

If the labour day remains as before and the neces¬ 
sary labour time decreases, then the surplus time 
and surplus value increase. For in.stance, if in a 
twelve-hour day the ncces.sary time is reduced from 
six to five hours then the surplus time is increased 
from si.x to .seven hours 

But in what manner is the necessary time re¬ 
duced ? Obviously by reducing the value of labour 
power. 

The value of labour power is the value of the 
necessary means of life of the worker ; it is that 
quantity of .social labour power required for its re¬ 
production. If these means of life—bread, meat, 
cloth, etc.—can be produced with less expenditure 
of labour power than formerly, that is, if the pro¬ 
ductivity of labour in agriculture and the textile 
industry, etc., increases, then the value of labour 
power decreases. 

Thus, if the v^alue of the ordinary articles of 
consumption for a w'orker for one day represents 
five hours, and as a consequence of the development 
of the means of production it is reduced to four 
hours, then in a ten-hour day the surplus time will 
increase from five to six hours and the rate of sur¬ 
plus value will increa.se from 100 per cent, to 150 
per cent. At the same time the wages of the wor¬ 
ker will drop from 2S. 6d. per day to 2 s. per day, 
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With this money he can buy as many articles of 
consumption as previously. 

With the increase in the productivity of labour 
the increase of surplus value takes place simul¬ 
taneously for all the capitalists in the given society. 
Under certain circumstances, however, the individ¬ 
ual capitalist can decrease the necessary time in his 
own enterprise and thus increase the surplus time. 
This happens when he can increase the productiv¬ 
ity of labour in his enterprise above that which nor¬ 
mally prevails in the given branch of industry. He 
can, for instance, introduce a greater division of 
labour in his enterprise than exists in other enter¬ 
prises, or introduce a machine that has not yet come 
into common use. We will assume that he is a 
manufacturer of knives, and that the improvements 
he introduces increase the productivity of labour 
twice ; then the value of a knife in his establishment 
instead of being four hours will be two hours. As 
all the other capitalists have not yet had time or 
did not have sufficient capital to introduce these 
improvements, the social value of knives remains at 
four hours. We will assume that the working day 
is twelve hours and the value of labour power six 
hours, and that each hour represents sixpence. 
Thus, before the improvements were introduced the 
workers produced three knives a day each, and the 
price of a knife (assuming that they are sold at 
their value) was 2s., and on 3s. variable capital 
the capitalist received 3s. surplus value. After the 
improvements have been introduced each worker 
produces six knives per day, which, as before, sell 
at 2s. each, as the social value of knives has not 
changed; the six knives bring 12s.; the variable 
capital is as before 3s., and the capitalist receives 
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9s. The necessary labour in this factory proves 
to be three hours instead of six, and the rate of 
surplus value is 300 per cent, instead of 100 per 
cent.* 

Thus, when an individual capitalist increases 
the productivity of labour in his factory, then the 
surplus value of that factory also increases. But 
this is only a temporary phenomenon. Gradually, 
other capitalists introduce the same improvements 
in the factories, and those who do not possess suffi¬ 
cient capital for this purpose are crushed out by 
competition. The usual method of manufacturing 
knives has altered, and the socially necessary time 
{or this production is reduced by two hours. The 
price of knives falls, the profits of each individual 
capitalist, including the one who first introduced 
the improvements, fall to normal proportions or 
even lower. 

Therefore, it is advantageous for each individual 
capitalist to introduce improvements in his factory, 
but for the capitalist class as a whole this does not 
represent any advantage because it finally leads to 
the lowering of values and consequently to the lower¬ 
ing of the prices of commodities. 

By increasing in various ways the amount of 
surplus value he receives from his workers, the 
capitalist increases his profit which, to him, is the 
most important. But there are various means by 
which the capitalist can increase his profits above 
the normal independently of the amount of surplus 

* It should be observed that this capitalist will sell his knives 
not at the normal market price but at a slightly lower price m 
order that he may be more certain of a rapid sale This is the 
more necessary in view of the fact that manufacturing knives 
more cheaply than before he of course increases their produc¬ 
tion and consequently their supply on the market. 
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value. This includes the method of taking more 
than the average care of constant and variable 
capital. 

If, in the construction of his factory, the capital¬ 
ist makes more than the ordinary economics of 
space so that the workshops are overcrowded; if he 
makes the least possible expenditure on heating, 
lighting and ventilation and hygienic appliances; 
if he compels his workmen to use tools until they 
are worn out to a gi cater extent than other capital¬ 
ists would insist on owing to the danger to work¬ 
men or other inconveniences—all these are above 
the normal saving of constant capital. The amount 
of capital expended for a given amount of profit is 
reduced, and comsequently the rate of profit for tlie 
capitalist increases although the sum of surplus 
labour in the factory remains unaltered.’ 

When the capitali.st buys labour power at less 
than its social value it represents more than ordin¬ 
ary saving of variable capital. 

Here, too, individual profits increa.se although the 
sum of surplus values does not change (for surplus 
value is the labour power which a worker expends 
over and above the .social value of labour power, 
and this does not change). 

These, then, arc the general features of methods, 
the application of which increases the profits of an 
enterprise with a ffivrn number of workers. If 
the number of workers increases, it is evident that 
surplus values increase accordingly and with them 

* W(‘ must not include lieii' those c.ises \vliei<‘ iiidiv idu.il 
factoiics utilise snap nioie than the lest, this is onlv an in- 
(leasc in the productivitv of lah<iur as tin* utilised sciap iiieiely 
repiesents supei fluous pioducts of industi v, (>e(Ome^ jifiitiiti- 
liiily (/I'di in the case wheie the capitalist sells tins sci.ap 
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profits ; tlic .surplus value derived from 200 workers 
is twice as much as that derived from 100, etc. 

A large number of workers is important for this 
reason also —that it permits of a greater division 
of labour and con.sequently of an increase of its 
productivity, and the latter, as we have seen, leads 
to a temporary increase in surplus value. 

The direct increase of surplus labour by means 
of increasing the working day or by increasing the 
intensity of labour is always limited by the physical 
capacity of the human organism, and under cer¬ 
tain circumstances by the resistance of the workers. 

The increa.se of the productivity of labour in an 
enterprise is limited by the general state of tech¬ 
nical knowledge at the given period. It is imposs¬ 
ible to introduce an improvement before it is in¬ 
vented. I'he extraordinary saving of capital— 
“ super-exploitation” —is, of cour.se, possible only 
in so far as it does not meet with sufficient resist¬ 
ance on the part of the working class 

The method of increasing profits by means of 
increasing the number of workers with a corres¬ 
ponding increase in the size of the enterprise is 
alnio.st without limitation. The only hindrance to 
it is the insufficiency of capital for the purpose of 
extending the bu.siness. 

Every expansion of an enterprise is brought 
about by means of a capitali.st accumulation. This 
means that the capitalist, in.stead of spending all 
his profits on his personal requirements, adds part 
of them to his capital; he purchases tools, raw 
materials, and labour power Such accumulation 
is ueces.sary for purpo.ses other than the expansion 
of an cnterpri.se, as, for instance, when in order to 
increase the productivity of labour it is necessary 
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to make some extra expenditure on some technical 
improvement. Even the lengthening of the work¬ 
ing day leads to extra expenditure on raw materials 
and tools, and, therefore to capitalist accumulation. 

One must strictly distinguish between capitalist 
accumulation and simple primary accumulation, 
winch is not the expansion of enterprises but simply 
adding money to money. 

In the epoch of capitalism only capitalist accu¬ 
mulation is of importance; primary accumulation 
becomes insignificant and is even converted into 
capitalist accumulation. Let us assume that the 
sum total of primarily accumulated capital equals 
;Cioo,000,000; on this sum there are based enter¬ 
prises bringing surplus values to the amount of 
£10,000,000 per annum. For the sake of simplicity 
we will assume that the capitalist does not make an 
increasing accumulation, but consumes the whole 
of the surplus product. In that case, in the follow¬ 
ing year the capital as before will be ;£ioo,000,000, 
but of the primarily accumulated capital only 
;£9 o, 000,000 will remain, the other ;i(ii0,000,000 
being surplus value. In the following year only 
;(]8o,ooo,ooo will have remained out of the primarily 
accumulated capital and X20,000,000 will have been 
made up out of surplus value. Within ten years 
the whole of the primarily accumulated capital will 
have disappeared and will have been enErely re¬ 
placed by the surplus value of these ten years. 

Consequently, any given capital, no matter by 
what means the primary accumulation has been 
carried out, may be regarded as accumulated sur¬ 
plus value. As has been explained, primary 
accumulation itself owed its existence very largely 
to various forms of acquisition of surplus labour 
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(serfdom, slavery, colonial plunder, etc.); the 
saving of the producers themselves played a very 
insignificant role in this connection From this will 
be seen the real value of the teachings of the bour¬ 
geois economists with regard to capital being the 
result of savings. 

Thus, striving towards accumulation in general, 
to the increase of his monetary forces, the capitalist 
naturally arrives at capitalist accumulation which is 
a necessity for extending this enterpri.se, invest¬ 
ing new capital again and again out of the profits 
he receives. 

Even if the thirst for the accumulation of money 
had a limit beyond which it was powerless to induce 
the capitalist to extend and technically improve his 
enterprise, nevertheless competition would compel 
him to do both beyond that limit. 

Competition between enterpri.ses consists in that 
each enterprise strives to beat others out of the 
market. The struggle is conducted by reducing 
the prices and improving the quality of the com¬ 
modities. 

In the struggle the large enterpri.ses with large 
capitals have a deci.sive advantage over the small 
ones. 

The cost of production in large enterprises is less 
than in small ones, even when the level of technique 
is the same. We will assume that we have two 
spinning mills, one having ten spinning machines 
and the other having roo. The second mill will 
turn out ten times more yarn than the first, but the 
cost of production will by no means be ten times 
more. The construction of the second mill will not 
be ten times more than that of the first; let us 
assume that it will be eight times more : it will not 
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have to maintain ten stokers, but, say, four; not 
ten engineers, but only one. The economies made 
by large enterprises are particularly great in the 
case oj motor power. The following table will show 
how the cost per unit of horse power per hour de¬ 
creases in proportion to tlie increase of the 
motor .— 


Sue of motor 

1 h )). 

3 h.p. 

6 h.p. 


s d 

s. d. 

s. d. 

Steam engine . 

0 7l 

0 4^- 

0 3| 

Gas engine ...' 

0 () 

0 

0 3| 

Oil engine 

1 3 

0 11 

0 7 


We see that the increase of the power of the 
steam engine si\ times results in a reduction of the 
cost per one horse power of 50 per cent , while for 
the oil engine the reduction amounts to 53 per cent. 
With large engines there is also a saving in fuel 
To obtain one horse power in a .steam engine of 
100 hor.se power it is only necessary to u.se less than 
on.e-fourth of the fuel required for a one horse 
power engine 

But this is not all A large enterprise having a 
large capital can not onl\ cairy on jiroduction on a 
large scale, and 111 this way, as has been shown, 
lessen the cost of production, but it has the power 
of acquiring the latest technical improvements 
which still further cheapen the production of com¬ 
modities. Tens and even hundreds of thou.sands 
of pounds are sometimes paid for the latest inven¬ 
tions and, of cour.se, only large capitalists are able 
to pay such sums in the lump. 

The difference in the amount of labour power that 
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has to be spent in the production of a given com¬ 
modity in machine and hand production respectively 
is particularly great. This will he seen from the 
following table ‘ at the beginning of the twentieth 
century it was required to produce — 


10 ploughs 
500 pounds of butter 
100 watches (mechanisms) 
1,000 pounds ot bread in 
pound loaves 


l’>v liand I Hy machinery 

1,180 hours ' 37^ hours 

125 hours 12ihours 

341,866 hours ' 8,343 hours 

28 hours 8];-|hours 


It must not be supposed that the cost of produc¬ 
tion of the commodities is reduced to the extent in¬ 
dicated by the figures in the above table, because, 
as has been explained already, in machine produc¬ 
tion a part of the value of the machine is trans¬ 
ferred to the commodity; but even if this be taken 
into consideration the expenditure of labour power 
upon the given commodities in a large enterprise, 
where production is carried on w'ith the aid of 
machinery, is nevertheless many times less than 
the expenditure of labour power on similar commo¬ 
dities in a small enterprise where production is 
earned on by hand labour. 

Furthermore, large capital, and consequentlv 
large enterprises, grow much more rapidly than 
small ones The larger the enterprise, the greater 
the profit it brings its owner, the greater the share 
of that profit which can be spent in extending the 
enterprise If a capitalist receives a return of 
£500 per annum, a sum which hardly .suffices for 
the modest existence “ befitting his station,” he 
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must either abstain from expanding his enterprise 
or, at least, save ;^ioo, one-fijth of his income, A 
capitalist receiving ;^io,ooo per annum can “ save ” 
or spend on extending his enterprise four-fifths 
of this, and still live four times as well as the first 
capitalist. If a capitalist owns capital which brings 
him £100,000 per annum under ordinary circum¬ 
stances he can hardly spend more than one-tenth of 
this for purpo.ses other than the extension of his 
enterprise. 

Large enterprises have much greater chances of 
conquering the market because they are better able 
to bear a certain lowering of prices. A small capi¬ 
talist who barely manages to exist on his profit is 
almost ruined even by a temporary decline in prices, 
and if this is at all prolonged his rum is certain. 
A large capitalist, on the other hand, who onl_v 
spends a small portion of his profits on his personal 
needs and uses the rest for extending his enterprise, 
in the event of a fall in prices, simply stops the ex¬ 
tension ; even if he suffers loss his complete rum 
proceeds, coniparativel}'^ speaking, very slowly. 

Unable to withstand competition the small capi¬ 
talist finds himself compelled to sell up his factory 
and tools and loses his organisational functions in 
social pioduction. The large capitalist acquires 
the trade that foniierh' belonged to the small capi¬ 
talist, and ill this manner gradually concentrates 
capital in his hands. 

This process is observed in all capitalist 
countries, including Russia 'I'lie Russian cotton 
industry provides a striking case in point. As long 
as the mechanical loom had not yet made its appear¬ 
ance the technical condition of the industry was the 
same for large and small factories, as well as for 
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the home worker. The home worker compensated 
himself for the advantages possessed by the large 
factories by the length of his working day and the 
exploitation of the members of his family, includ¬ 
ing his children. Owing to this small enterprises 
in the textile industry developed successfully and 
frequently made themselves felt in competition with 
large factories. Immediately, however, mechanical 
looms, which only large capitalists could acquire, 
came to be adopted, a catastrophic decline began lu 
small industries. Unable to withstand the compe¬ 
tition the small producers, and particularly the 
home workers, were ruined, and to the extent that a 
demand for labour power arose on the part of the 
large factory owners they went to work in the 
factories. 

Such is the process of the concentration of in¬ 
dustry which IS at the same time the process of the 
concentration of capital —its concentration in a 
decreasing number of enterprises. Statistically 
this IS expressed in a continually diminishing 
number of property-owners and a continually in¬ 
creasing number of proletarians. In Germany, for 
instance, the number of “ independent ” persons in 
1882 was 52 per cent., while in 1895 it was 29 per 
cent.; the number of workers correspondingly in¬ 
creased—a very remarkable change for so short a 
period. The same thing can be seen by the increase 
in the number of workers having the right to vote 
in the German Reichstag elections. In 1882 the 
number of working-class electors represented 25 per 
cent, of the total numbers of voters, in 1895 it was 
52.6 per cent., in 1907 54.1 per cent., and in 1910 
56.2 per cent. On the other hand, the number of 
property owner electors fell correspondingly. 
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The process of the concentration of capital, which 
IS expressed in tlie growth of large enterprises and 
the concentration of an increasing share of produc¬ 
tion in large factories and, finally, in the doom of 
the small enterprises, is the result of the capitalisa¬ 
tion, I.C., the conversion into operative capital, of 
an enormous mass of surplus values produced by 
individual capitals Rut this process is supple¬ 
mented by the ccnlmlisaUon of capital, i.c , the 
amalgamation of separate existing enterprises into 
one. This consists in the establishment of limited 
liability companies which combine capitals which 
had grown independentlj^ of each other, and render 
it possible to organise the gigantic enterprises 
peculiar to the period of developed capitalism 
Created by this method of centralisation of capitals, 
these large enterprises still further hasten the 
process of concentration, for the growth of concen¬ 
tration is iiicrea.sed with the increasing size of in¬ 
dividual enterprises. 

The process of centralisation finds its highest ex¬ 
pression in the combination of separate enterprises 
under a common management, in other words, in 
the establishment of capitalist organisations which 
sometimes embrace wdiole industries. Such organi¬ 
sations are known as cartels, syndicates, and trusts, 
which rcpre.sent the distinguishing feature of 
modern capitalism, and will be examined bv us 
later.' 

* The conrenti.-ition and centralisation of capital in itself 
tends to ieduce the nuniher of enterpiises, but m the earlv 
period of development this does not stand out so clearly, being 
concealed by a completely opposite process—the establishment 
of new enterpiises with the aid of qmmarily accumulated capi¬ 
tal What has been said above with regard to large and small 
capitalists to a certain degree applies to more cunning, more 
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A direct consequence of the concentration and 
centralisation of capital is the centralisation of the 
workers. Scattered, in the first stages of develop¬ 
ment, among hundreds of individual enterprises, 
they gradually become concentrated in big factories 
and works. Thousands and sometimes tens of 
thousands of workers work under the same roof, 
bound together by common interests and the simi¬ 
larity of their position. This facilitates the organi¬ 
sation of the workers, who combine in mighty 
battalions, conducting a joint struggle for the iin- 
provenient of their position. 

This struggle lieconies more and more imperative 
because the capitalist uses the increase in the pro¬ 
ductivity of labour entirely in his own interest. An 
ever-decreasing .share of the annual product created 
by their hands falls to the lot of the workers. Thus 
between 1890 and 1905 the value of the products 
produced by the working class of the United States 
increased by no per cent., but the share of the 
product received by the working class fell from 20.2 
per cent, to 17 9 per cent. 'I'he reports of the Ger¬ 
man trade unions in this connection are most in¬ 
structive. Thus, according to the report of the 
Miners’ Union, the share of wages out of the values 
created in the coal mines from 1905 to 1913 is shown 
to have declined from 58 8 to 51.2 per cent.; in the 
brown coal mines the corresponding figures for the 
same period are 46.8 to 41.5 per cent. ; in the salt 
mines 32 9 to 26.4 per cent. The Metal Workers’ 

skiltiil, and moie uxpeiicnced capitalists in running their busi¬ 
ness as compared vitli the less able, &c The former obtain 
moie profit out of then capital than the latter, as if their capi¬ 
tal were laigei As the organisational functions in an entei- 
piise are tiansfei’red to paid experts this argument loses its 
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Union points out that in ten of the largest enter¬ 
prises employing on the average from 60,000 to 
70,000 workers, wages during the five years 1905-09 
rose only 3.69 per eent., while the profits of those 
enterprises increased by 14.73 cent, and their 
capitals from 25 per cent, to 35 per cent. 

The concentration of capital results in the aboli¬ 
tion of the small enterprises and consequently 
in the speeding up of proletarianisation. 
But large machine production, as has been 
shown, requires relatively fewer workers than 
small production. For that reason the demand 
for labour does not keep pace with the numeri¬ 
cal growth of the proletariat. A certain and 
ever-increasing section of the working class is 
doomed to remain without employment and lead a 
life of poverty. The statistics of all capitalist 
countries show a continual increase in the percent¬ 
age of the population that is compelled to apply for 
public relief. This particularly affects aged 
workers, who are thrown on the streets as useless 
to capital. In England, one of the richest countries 
111 the world, from 40 to 45 per cent, of the workers 
become paupers in their old age. Thus the posi¬ 
tion of the working class becomes more and more 
insecure; the standard of life, if it rises, does so 
only after .severe struggles, and much more slowly 
than the profits of capital—sometimes it even de¬ 
clines. And if nominal (money) wages usually 
rise, in the majority of cases it is only an apparent 
improvement in the position of the working class, 
because the rise in prices outpaces the rise in 
wages. 

In the previous chapter we saw that the capi¬ 
talists must give the working class in the form of 
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wages a quantity of products sufficient for the re¬ 
production of its labour power, j.e., for the main¬ 
tenance of life and the procreation of race. In other 
words, the capitalist must apportion a certain part 
of the annual product for the upbringing of the 
future generation of workers. But as capitalism 
develops the proletarianisation of small producers 
takes place The cheap commodities of capitalist 
large-scale production destroy small production, not 
only in the advanced countries, but also in the 
backw'ard countries. Capitalist competition not 
only proletarianises the peasants, artisans, and 
homeworkers of so-called civilised peoples, but also 
of the backw^ard countries of Europe and Asia. 
These countries turn out an enormous mass of 
workers who leave their own country to seek work 
in the capitalist countries of Europe and America. 
Capitalism, like the slave-system of the classical 
world, which took its slaves from among the bar¬ 
barians, obtains its labour power from Korea, 
China, Japan, and Africa. It is true that this labour 
power IS unskilled, but then machine production 
does not in many cases require particular skill. 

Thus the capitalist class obtains ready contin¬ 
gents of workers, upon the upbringing of which it 
as a class does not have to spend anything. This 
means in the first place that the sum received by the 
W'orking class correspondingly decreases, and, 
secondly, that workers in developed capitalist 
countries meet with the competition of so-called 
“ black ” or “ yellow ” labour. The standard of 
living of the latter, and therefore the cost of repro¬ 
ducing their labour power, is louder than that of 
the so-called civilised workers, and this makes the 
position of the workers still less secure. 
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All this renders the economic, political, and the 
class struggle generally more acute; the workers 
begin to understand that within the limits of the 
capitalist system there is no salvation. They there¬ 
fore commence a struggle for the complete abolition 
of the capitalist society and the organisation of pro¬ 
duction on a new socialist basis. In the develop¬ 
ment of this struggle, the process of concentration, 
as we will see, plays an important part. It facili¬ 
tates the organisation of the workers, awakens their 
elass eonsciousness, and exposes the contradictory 
character of the capitalist .system in which produc¬ 
tion becomes more and more social, while the owner¬ 
ship of what is produeed remains more and more 
private and individual. 

8 The Conception oe the Market and Cri.se.s 

In natural self-suffieing society the process of 
production is conducted according to a definite and 
previously indicated plan. Let us imagine a so- 
called large peasant family of the Slav type com¬ 
prising from sixty to eighty persons and econonii- 
cally completely .self-sufficing. Those directing the 
work of this family know the extent of its require¬ 
ments, the amount of food, clothing, tools, etc., on 
the one hand and on the other the amount of pro¬ 
ductive forces it has at its disposal, i.e., means of 
production and people capable of working The 
driving force of such a community is the desire to 
satisfy completely the requirements of its members, 
and this also is the basis upon which the produc¬ 
tive forces are distributed. 

If, for example, it requires twenty-five tons of 
corn, four hundred yards of linen, five new 
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wa^^^otis, etc., it will not, of course, increase the 
cultivation of corn in order to obtain twice as much 
as it needs, thereby depriving itself of the labour 
power necessary to provide linen and waggons. On 
the contrary, it will divide the labour power at its 
disposal in such a manner as will satisfy the re¬ 
quirements of its members; a certain number of the 
workers will be employed in cultivating the fields, 
others will build the waggons, others weave the 
linen, etc. 

It is clear that there cannot be any “ one produc¬ 
tion ” in this case. Year after year production 
proceeds regularly without any shock, and only 
natural calamities like the failure of the harvest, 
fire, or epidemic, can divert it from its normal 
course along its long-trodden path. 

The exchange and particularly the capitalist sys¬ 
tem presents quite a different picture. Being com¬ 
posed of a mass of formally independent enter¬ 
prises, it has an unorganised anarchical character. 

Not a single capitalist know'S how many commo¬ 
dities of one kind or another will be bought, how 
great will be the demand. Here there is no organ 
to indicate to each individual enterprise how much 
it should produce for a given period, and no organ 
to distribute the goods produced among the con¬ 
sumers. On the contrary, each manufacturer acts 
quite independently at his own risk, and his sole 
aim is to increase the output for the purpose of in- 
ci easing his profit. 

The only regulation of capitalist production as a 
whole is the movement of the market prices. If the 
amount of products of a given industry exceeds the 
actual need for such commodities, then the supply 
exceeds the demand and prices begin to fall ; if the 
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contrary be tlie case, then prices rise. In the first 
instance, the manufacturer, fearing a loss, proceeds 
to cut down production, and in the second he will 
extend it. In this respeet the movement of prices 
acts as the governor on a steam engine which auto¬ 
matically regulates the speed. When the engine 
increases its speed the sleeve of the governor is 
raised as a consequence of the increased centrifugal 
force; this by means of a system of levers causes a 
lessening of the aperture through which the 
steam passes from the boiler into the cylinder, and 
the engine slows down the governor in the same 
way that it increases its speed. Thus a governor 
of a steam engine, like the movement of prices in 
the capitalist system of production, reveals and 
regulates any diversions after they occur, the differ¬ 
ence being that the governor of the steam engine 
acts automatically and immediately removes the 
diversion, while the movement of prices does not 
affect prices directly and immediately, but through 
the individual manufaeturers who frequently are 
unable to cope with the position created. 

Thus the regulating organ of the natural self- 
sufiicing system and the conscious will of the com¬ 
munity are superseded by the forces of the market, 
forces existing above man and independent of his 
will. The place w’here the commodities produced 
can be sold, where the manufacturer ean convert 
the surplus value into the universal money form, 
and where he can find appliances of various kinds 
by which he can obtain profits is the market. The 
market is the blind force which directs all the opera¬ 
tions of the capitalist manufacturer. That being 
so we must first of all proceed to the examination of 
the market. 
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Every industry serves as a market for a number 
of other industries, and they in their turn serve as 
a market for others. 

The mining industry provides fuel and raw 
material for machine construction works which in 
their turn provide the mines with various kinds of 
machinery, ventilation, lifts, etc. The leather in¬ 
dustry requires tanning material, provided by the 
chemical industry, and the latter cannot dispense 
with transmission belting produced in the leather 
industry. Machinery, raw materials, and all kinds 
of auxiliary' materials are required by all industries, 
and consequently for the manufacture of articles of 
consumption, and the principal market for articles 
of consumption is labour power, which is bound up 
positively with all industries. The paper industry 
works principally for the typographical industry, 
the spinning industry for the weaving industry, 
cotton plantation for the spinning industry, etc. 
Owing to. these ties the changes in the market (ex¬ 
pansion or contraction) in one industry affect others 
and cause considerably greater changes in capitalist 
production taken as a whole. 

Suppose, for instance, that the demand for books, 
newspapers, and magazines, etc., has increased by 
£100,000. This will cause an increased sale of the 
products of paper mills of, say, £^0,000, of the 
works producing printing machines £20,000, and 
of the chemical industry producing printer’s ink 
£10,000. Expansion in the printing industry would 
cause an expansion, to a less extent, it is true, in 
other industries. But things will not end here : 
the paper mills will put forward a demand for extra 
papermaking materials and machinery, the works 
producing printing machines and type will require 
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extra metal, and the chemical industry will require 
extra products from the coal mining industry. A 
third wave of expansion, smaller, however, than the 
preceding ones, will be set in motion ; the third 
wave will be followed by a series of others each 
weaker than the one preceding it. All this will in¬ 
crease the number of workers employed, and conse¬ 
quently the demand for articles of consumption 
The result will be that another series of waves will 
be set in motion, weaker, of course, than those 
which caused them. The increa.se in the profits of 
the capitalists may cause an increase in the demand 
for articles of consumption, but the w'aves of ex¬ 
pansion thereby set in motion will be weaker than 
those set in motion by the increased demands for 
articles of consumption by the workers. 

All these industries having the chain of connec¬ 
tions described above must be divided into two large 
sub-divisions (1) The production of means of pro¬ 
duction (tools and raw materials), and (2) the pro¬ 
duction of articles of consumption. The first in¬ 
cludes production of various machines, raw 
materials (metals, raw cotton, yarn, dyes, etc ), and 
auxiliary materials (coal, lubricating oil, lighting 
materials, etc.) ; the second includes enterprises 
satisfying direct human needs, such as agriculture, 
bakeries, slaughterhouses, sausage factories, weav¬ 
ing mills, printing works, etc I'lie peculiar feature 
of the production of articles of consumption is that 
it can independently serve as a means of setting in 
motion a wave of expansion or contraction of the 
market, whereas the production of means of produc¬ 
tion appears only as a subsequent link in the chain 
of expansion or contraction. In spite of all the 
anarchy of capitalist production, machines are by 
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no means produced for the sake of the macliines, 
coal for the sake of coal, or iron for the sake of iron. 
It is true that there are machines that produce other 
machines of the same kind. With the aid of a lathe 
It is possible to produce other lathes, upon which 
still other lathes will be produced ; but in the last 
resort they will be making machinery for the pur¬ 
pose of manufacturing articles of consumption ; al¬ 
though lathes “give birth” to machines after their 
own kind, they, for all that, serve to produce agri¬ 
cultural instruments, ploughs, etc , separators for 
dairies, meat mincing machines for sausage fac¬ 
tories, looms for weaving mills, printing machines, 
and thousands of other tools, machines, and appara¬ 
tus for the purpose of manufacturing the numerous 
varieties of articles of human consumption. This 
being so a wave of expansion can only originate in 
the sphere of articles of consumption, and the start¬ 
ing point of the expansion of the market as a whole 
IS the growth of the consumers’ market Of course 
the production of means of production, as has been 
shown above, can bring about a change in the 
market, but this change is not independent but 
derivative in character 

The extent of the general expansion of the mar¬ 
ket in accordance with the expansion of the con¬ 
sumers’ market even lends it.self to an appro.xiinate 
mathematical calculation. We will suppose that of 
the “ price of production” of each commodity the 
profit represents to per cent , and the outlay on 
means of production and labour power 90 per cent. 
The expan.sion of the consumers’ market by 
^100,000 w’lll then require an additional quantity 
of means of production and consumption to the 
value of £90,000; but for the production of £90,000 
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worth of commodities it will be necessary to pur¬ 
chase a still further quantity of means of produc¬ 
tion and consumption corresponding to 90 per cent, 
of £go,ooo, that is £81,000. But for this purpose, 
too, it will be necesary to purchase the means of 
production and consumption to the value of 90 
per cent, of £81,000, i.c., £72,900. The latter 
expansion of the market will cause a still further 
expansion of 90 per cent., and so on. Thus the 
impetus of a given expansion of the consumers’ 
market by £roo,ooo sets in motion a series of 
waves of expansion which becomes continually 
weaker in its progress till it comes to a stop. In 
order to obtain the general dimension of this ex¬ 
pansion we must add up the following endless series 
of figures: £100,000+ £90,000-I-£81,000+£72,900 
+ ;C65,6io+ . . . 

The sum of these figures, known as a geometrical 
progression, according to the rule of algebra will 
be: 


£ 1 , 000 , 000 ' 


£100,000 

1 - i"o 

Thus the expansion of the consumers’ market by 
£100,000 causes a general expansion of the whole 
capitalist market by £1,000,000. This happens 
when the profits on commodities represent 10 per 
cent. If the.se profits represent 5 per cent., then 
the corresponding expansion according to the above 
formula would express itself in a sum equal to;— 

= ^4000,000 

i ■“ ^0 

If the profits represent 4 per cent the sum 


‘ In algebia the sum of an enclle.ssly cliinini.sliing geonietiical 
piogression i.s equal to the fiist term divided hy (1—i), where 
r IS the ratio between successive terms. 
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would be £2,500,000, etc. In actual practice the 
position is much more complex because the per¬ 
centage of profit in the prices of commodities is 
not always the same for all industries, but these 
calculations completely convey the es.sence of the 
connections that exist in capitalist society. 

Having explained the chain of connections that 
exist between various industries, we are able to 
proceed along to the examination of the process of 
realisation and the conditions which are necessary 
for the unhindered flow of capitali.st production. 

The realisation of the values of commodities is 
nothing else than the sale of commodities on the 
market; it is the final aim of production in every 
capitalist enterprise and a means by which to se¬ 
cure energy for further existence. If realisation 
stops, if a factory cannot sell the commodities it 
has produced, then it is unable to buy fresh raw 
materials and engage workers, and must shut down. 

The process of realisation of the values of com¬ 
modities under capitalist production flows smooth¬ 
est of all when there is no expansion of production. 
This happens when the capitalist class limits its 
surplus value to its own personal needs and con¬ 
sequently does not accumulate. The scale of pro¬ 
duction under these conditions cannot change and 
during the course of a long period the repetition of 
productive activity proceeds on the same scale; 
this is called simple reproduction. 

We will divide production as a whole into two 
divisions as described above: production of means 
of production and production of articles of con¬ 
sumption. We will assume that in the first divi¬ 
sion the value of the capital actually spent on 
production is equal to 5,000 units (of labour or 
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money, it d(X?s not matter which), an 1 that this 
sum IS divided into 4,000 constant capital (means 
of production) and 1,000 variable capital (wages). 
Our capital will then present itself in the follow¬ 
ing forms :— 

(1) 4,000 C +1,000 V = 5,000.* 

Let the annual outlay of capital in the second 
division be equal to 2,500 units, and its composi¬ 
tion as follows :—- 

(2) 2,000 C-F500 V = 2,500. 

Roth these divisions of capital serve as a start¬ 
ing point for the productive cycle. 

We will assume that the rate of surplus value is 
equal to 100 per cent or, in other words, the surplus 
product IS equal to the value of the variable capital. 
In that case the output in Division i at the end of 
the year will be;— 

(1) 4,000 C +1,000 V+1,000 SV = 6,000 means 
of production, and in Division 2 it will be .— 

(2) 2,000 C-h5oo V-t-500 SV =3,000 articles 
of consumption. 

Out of the sum total of 3,000 in Division 2, 500 
IS consumed by the workers in this division and 
represents their wages. The same thing applies 
to surplus value which, according to our assump¬ 
tion, is entirely consumed by the capitalists. Con- 
•sequently, 1,000 units in Division 2 are consumed. 
It must not be supposed, of cour.se, that the workers 
and the capitali.sts consume products only pro¬ 
duced in their enterprises • individual enterprises 
within the division change their products at their 
respective values, one enterprise buys of another, 
that one of a third, and a third buys of the first, 

* C stands for constant c.ipital. V for variable, and SV for 
surplus value 
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until they have mutually realised the value of 
their commodities. 

In Division 2 there still remain 2,000 units of 
articles of consumption which will be consumed 
in Division i, 1,000 by the workers and 1,000 by 
the capitalists. In return for this Division i will 
give Division 2 an equal sum of means of produc¬ 
tion with the aid of which they will be able to 
commence a new cycle of production. In Division 
I after subtracting the 2,000 units transferred to 
Division 2, there remain 4,000 units. In the pro¬ 
cess of exchange they will be distributed among 
the enterprises in Division r, and will .serve as the 
starting point for the next cycle of production 
which will be conducted on the previous scale. 
The second cycle will proceed like the first, will 
be followed by a third, and so on; realisation will 
proceed in a stereotyped fashion without hindrance. 

In the case of simple reproduction, therefore, 
realisation will proceed absolutely without hind¬ 
rance and without disturbance of the cour.se of pro¬ 
duction. But such an event is conceivable only in 
theory. In actual practice simple reproduction is 
a rare exception, as human society does not mark 
time, but develops. Actually only a part of the 
surplus value is consumed by the capitalist, who, 
under the influence of the elemental forces of com¬ 
petition, spends the greater part of it for the ex¬ 
pansion of his enterprise. In actual practice we 
observe not simple but expanded reproduction, in 
which realisation is not so easy. 

To simplify our analysis we will assume that the 
whole of production is a simple technical appara¬ 
tus. Let the whole of capital annually expended 
consist of 1,000 units (either of labour time or 



A SHORT COURSE OF 


pounds sterling). We will assume further that 
the organic composition of capital, i.e. the rela¬ 
tion of its constant capital to its variable part, is 
4:1. In that case the whole of our social capital 
will represent 800 C-l-200 V. With a rate of 
surplus value of 100 per cent, we will have after 
the first turnover products to the value of 800 C 
+ 200 V + 200 SV = 1,200. If we have before us a 
case of expanded reproduction then the surplus 
value (200 SV) will be only partly consumed by 
the capitalists; the other part will be accumulated, 
i.e., converted into productive capital. We will 
assume that a half of the surplus value, i.c,, 100, 
is accumulated. This sum, as.suming that the 
composition of capital does not chancre, will be 
divided into 80 C + 20 V. The .second turnover 
will commence with a capital of 880 C + 220 V, and 
the resulting products will be 880 C + 220 V + 220 
SV = 1,320. In order that accumulation on this 
scale may be possible, it is necessary to produce 
an additional quantity of means of production to 
the value of 80 units and articles of consumption 
to the value of 20 units. If this does not happen, 
if, for example, the quantity of articles of produc¬ 
tion produced remain as before, t e., only 800 
units, then there will be over-production of means 
of production to the extent of 80 units, which will 
find no sale. The equilibrium of the capitalist 
system will be di.sturbed. 

We will assume, however, that there has not been 
any disturbance, and that the turnover we are 
examining has concluded successfully. The third 
cycle approaches wherein the surplus value of the 
preceding cycle, i.e., no units, has to be accumu¬ 
lated. The surplus product, the composition of 
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capital remaining the same, will be divided up into 
88 units of value in means of production, 22 in 
articles of consumption of the workers, and no 
in articles of consumption of the capitalists. In 
order that this may actually take place, produc¬ 
tion must expand not by 100 (80 C + 20 V), as in 
the preceding case, but by no (88 C f 22 V). 

But are there always favourable conditions for 
realisation during accumulation ^ We have seen 
that the consumption of the capitalists must in¬ 
crease to the same extent as the expansion of pro¬ 
duction : from 100 to no, from no to 121, etc. 
But with the increase of surplus value the con¬ 
sumption of half by the capitalists becomes more 
difficult and less profitable. While it is easy for 
a capitalist to spend ;i^ro,ooo out of an income of 
;^20,ooo on his personal wants, to spend ;^^5oo,ooo 
out of a million is only possible by extreme extra¬ 
vagance. Furthermore, the capitalist living under 
the menace of being beaten in competition is com¬ 
pelled continually to increase production, and he 
is not guided by the consideration that for success¬ 
ful realisation the accumulation of only half the 
surplus value is permissible (as we assume in our 
example). Finally, the number of capitalists de¬ 
creases, and with that decreases also the extent of 
their consumption. That being the case, we are 
faced with a relative shrinking of the market for 
articles of consumption, which, in accordance with 
the chain of connections we have examined, causes 
a general shi'inkage of the market considerably 
greater than the first impulse. Here lie the con¬ 
ditions which lead to the destruction of the whole 
system of capitalist production. 

This is the position while technique remains 



390 


A SHORT COURSE OF 


stationary. But the forces disturbing the equili¬ 
brium of the capitalist system become ever greater 
with the technical improvements which inevitably 
accompany the development of capital. Let us 
assume that some technical improvement has been 
introduced without any expansion of production 
having taken place. In that case owing to the in¬ 
creased productivity of labour fewer workers will 
be required to produce the same- quantity of com¬ 
modities. This causes a shrinking of the con¬ 
sumers’ market, which, as has been shown above, 
causes a considerably greater shrinking of the 
market as a whole. Over-production takes place in 
a number of industries, with the result that a dis¬ 
turbance of the whole system ensues. 

It is true that progress in technique is usually 
followed by an expansion of production. Suppose, 
for instance, that new machinery is introduced in 
the textile industry In raising the productivity 
of labour it at the same time cheapens commodi¬ 
ties, and the manufacturer, hoping that the cloth 
to be produced will be used in greater quantities 
than hitherto, will produce this article on a larger 
scale. In this case, the number of workers em¬ 
ployed may not be decreased, and therefore, there 
will be no shrinking of the consumers’ market. It 
may even expand as a consequence of the increased 
demand for the articles of consumption on the part 
of the capitalists, and without doubt there will be 
an increased demand for the products of all indus¬ 
tries serving the textile industry. In this manner 
equilibrium can be established and that on broader 
lines. 

The result is quite different when an improve¬ 
ment of technique takes place, not in the sphere 
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of articles of consumption as in our previous ex¬ 
ample, but in the sphere of means of production. 
Suppose, for instance, that there has been an im¬ 
provement in the methods of constructing machin¬ 
ery. In that case fewer workers will be required to 
produce the previous number of machines. To 
enlarge production and retain the same number 
of workers is only possible when there is an ex¬ 
pansion in those industries which use machines. 
For this purpose, of course, it is necessary to en¬ 
large the basis of the consumers’ part of the 
market, whereas we have not an enlargement but 
a shrinking of the consumers’ market owing to 
the reduction of the number of workers employed 
in the production of machines. In order that the 
realisation of the values of commodities may pro¬ 
ceed without hindrance, it is necessary that side 
by side with the expansion of the production of 
machines there shall be an expansion in other in¬ 
dustries, but the chances of this are very small. 
And here the capitalist system is confronted with 
a serious menace to its equilibrium. 

In order to re-establish the equilibrium the 
capitalists find new outlets for their goods in the 
form of foreign markets, such as backward pre¬ 
capitalist countries and colonies among the non- 
peasant classes of bourgeois countries, i.e., peas¬ 
ant agriculturists.’ But peasant agriculture in 
the process of its development sooner or later is 
drawn into the sphere of capitalism and ceases to 
be a “foreign market” for capitalism. The same 

' Usually the term “ foreign market ” is applied to markets 
outside the frontier of a given capitalist State, but when we 
regard “ capitalism ” as a single entity, the conception of 
“ foreign markets ” in this senso has no significance for us 
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thing applies to backward countries. Capitalism 
breaks up their natural self-sufficing forms. It 
develops in them commodity production, and flood¬ 
ing them with its own commodities causes the ruin 
of masses of small producers. In this manner a 
colony is converted into an industrial country and 
enters as a new competitor into the world capital¬ 
ist sy.stem. The .sphere of foreign markets be¬ 
comes narrower, it can no longer prevent over¬ 
production, but only prevents it coming to the 
surface. Over-production is inevitable, because 
the elemental force of competition gives rise to a 
tendency for the unlimited expan.sion of capitalism. 
A capitalist can do nothing but submit to tins tend¬ 
ency ; he cannot call a halt to the enlargement of 
his enterprise or the development of its technique ; 
if he did he would .soon be beaten in competition by 
the more energetic capitalists. As the desire to 
.survive is common to all capitalists, they all act 
in the same way with the result that production 
as a whole acquires this tendency of unlimited ex¬ 
pansion. We have seen already that as capitalism 
develops, and the accompanying machine produc¬ 
tion increases, there is a relative shrinking of the 
fundamental part of the market, j c , the consumers’ 
market. Sooner or later the.se tendencies must 
inevitably bring about a serious disorganisation 
of the whole capitali.st system; then we have 
general over-production. 

Over-production first definitely appeared in the 
first quarter of the nineteenth century, when 
machine capitalism had already made considerable 
progress. The period of manufacturing capitalism 
did not know of over-production because there was 
not then that great tendency to development and 
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because there were many non-capitalist countries 
to serve as markets. 

Oeneral over-production is expressed in what 
is known as an industrial crisis. An industrial 
crisis is a deep and widespread shock to the whole 
social system; it is a complex combination of vari¬ 
ous phenomena of a striking and menacing char¬ 
acter : a rapid fall of prices, the collapse of numer¬ 
ous enterprises, mass unemployment, etc. It is a 
great social calamity which from time to time be¬ 
falls the capitali.st world. 

In order to understand why over-production does 
not appear gradually, for instance as an obvious, 
slow overcrowding of the markets, with a great fall 
in prices, but conies suddenly in the form of a 
“crisis,” it is necessary to take into consideration 
the complexity of the mechanism of capitalism and 
the unorganised character of capitalist production. 
Not a single capitalist has exact information with 
regard to the state of industry as a whole or with 
regard to the state of a particular industry. The 
organisation of the Bourse to .some extent facilitates 
the collection of such information by the publication 
of a daily bulletin of prices prevailing at the most 
important points in the world market. 

But owing to the steady ri.se of production as a 
whole and the considerable fluctuation of demand, 
it provides no means of judging the changing rela¬ 
tions between the total output and the total de¬ 
mand. In this manner the rapid expansion of pro¬ 
duction continues not only when there is an in¬ 
sufficient demand, but sometimes even after the 
relation between production and demand has already 
been disturbed. Over-production already exists, 
but it does not reveal itself. The manufacturer 



394 


A SHORT COURSE OE 


continues his business not only on the former scale, 
but even on a larger scale, believing that he will 
find customers as he has up till now. The whole¬ 
sale dealer gives him large orders in the expecta¬ 
tion either of a gradual retail sale or of an immedi¬ 
ate resale of the whole of the commodities. On 
the surface the situation seems quite normal, and 
for that reason over-production reveals itself the 
more rapidly. 

Finally the moment arrives when over-production 
palpably reveals itself in the lack of buyers of 
certain commodities. The prices of these commo¬ 
dities rapidly fall, and many manufacturers and 
dealers offering these goods on the market are 
ruined and others are compelled to cut down or 
entirely cease production. Thus in one sphere of 
social production a sudden and considerable reduc¬ 
tion of production takes place with all its conse¬ 
quences in the form of a lowering of wages, unem¬ 
ployment, etc. Owing to the close connection be¬ 
tween industries others are drawn into the crisis, 
as, for instance, those which supply the first with 
raw materials and tools, the demand for which has 
been suddenly decrea.sed. These again affect those 
industries which in the same way are connected 
with them, and so on. The narrowing down of the 
market acting as an avalanche affects all industries, 
and the whole capitalist system is in a state of 
collapse. 

It is, of course, self-evident that commerce and 
credit shares fall in the general economic collapse 
together with industry. It is only necessary to 
add that these enterprises by their very nature 
suffer from the shock most. The merchants are 
most directly of all affected by the falling off of 
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demand and the banks suffer as a consequence of 
the failure of many of their debtors who cease to 
pay their debts to the bank, and from the excessive 
demands of their depositors, who, scared by the 
crisis, wish to withdraw their money. The failure 
of banks and merchants in their turn disorganises 
the business of the manufacturers, who cease to 
make use of their services, etc. 

Thus the outbreak of a crisis in one branch of 
industrial life affects all the others. In the period 
of natural self-sufficing economy, when separate 
groups lived almost isolated from each other, no¬ 
thing of the kind could happen; even tlie complete 
destruction of a single group would hardly affect 
the others. In city handicraft society the ties be¬ 
tween individual enterprises were more developed, 
but in each individual case they were more or less 
close only for a comparatively few enterprises, and 
any disturbance of economic life did not spread 
very widely. Capitalist society with its highly- 
developed divisions of labour can be compared in 
this respect to a highly-developed organism, while 
preceding social formations can be compared to 
lower organisms; if one part of the human body 
is damaged then the whole organism suffers a 
crisis, even the organs most removed from the 
damaged part being affected. On the other hand, 
with a polypus, in which the vital functions are 
not greatly divided among the various parts of the 
body, a very serious damage to some part of its 
body will only slightly affect the others. 

The characteristic feature of a sharp crisis is the 
strikingly abrupt transition from flourishing trade 
to collapse. Industry develops rapidly right up to 
the beginning of the crisis, and on the eve of the 
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fatal day business activities reach their highest 
degree. Wholesale merchants buy from manufac¬ 
turers, and from each other, retail dealers buy from 
wholesale dealers, speculators buying for resale 
create a fictitious increase in demand. Both 
capitalist and workman feel in a better position 
than ever. Surplus products are accumulating 
more and more. A hidden disease develops within 
the social organism; it breaks out into a crisis only 
when it has developed to a considerable degree, 
and for that reason its appearance is accompanied 
by a great shock. 

The first symptoms of an approaching crisis arc 
seen in the failures of speculating enterprises. 
Rumours spread of the failure of one firm, a second 
and a third. The sphere of credit, the most sus¬ 
ceptible part of the economic organism, becomes 
immediately susceptible to the approaching shock, 
and reflects it with extraordinary power in the form 
of a financial crisis. 

Credit is based on a feeling of confidence, and the 
feelings of men are deceptive. At the slightest 
shock which threatens social production all capi¬ 
talists, both large and small, are struck with a fear 
for the morrow, a fear for their capital. Where fear 
reigns, confidence vanishes and credit falls. 
Wherever possible people strive to call in their 
money. People seek money and money only; for 
men are no longer trusted. A wave of panic seizes 
Stock Exchange operators, bankers, and rentiers, 
and the banks arc besieged by crowds of depositors. 
P'orced to pay their creditors, but not receiving 
their debts, many banks fail, and with them their 
depositors—the capitalists. 

The commercial and industrial enterprises in a 
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feverish quest for money hasten to sell their 
goods; meanwhile demand still further falls off be¬ 
cause all strive to retain their money. The market 
IS overcrowded with goods and prices are forced 
down to the utmost. Further industrial enterprises 
begin to collapse one after another, and those that 
survive cut down or entirely shut down production. 
The unemployed army rapidly increases by hun¬ 
dreds of thousands, and now includes thou.sands of 
ruined capitalists. All the weak, in the capitalist 
sense of the word, are destroyed, and even the 
strong are shaken. 

A crisis is followed by stagnation. No fresh 
failure takes place, but neither is there any im¬ 
provement ; production and the market are in a 
state of depression. 

Little by little the mass of products on the 
market begin to disappear, they are gradually sold 
off. The large enterprises recover and gradually 
begin to extend their business. Step by step stag¬ 
nation gives way to good trade. Production again 
reaches its previous dimension and then exceeds it. 
At the same time it becomes clear that many of 
the small enterprises have disappeared and that the 
general number of enterprises is less. Trade be¬ 
comes still more brisk. The impetuous develop¬ 
ment of production again becomes inevitable. A 
lepetition of the causes brings about a repetition of 
the effects—just at the moment when things appear 
most flourishing comes a new crisis. 

These cycles have repeated themselves several 
times in the last century. The first general crisis 
took place in 1825-26, the second in 1836-37, the 
third in 1847-48, and the next in 1857. Up till that 
time they occurred regularly every ten years. The 
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next one, however, occurred in 1873, In its size 
and dimension it far exceeded all previous cases : 
spreading from one country to another, it lasted 
several years, at all events until 1878, and then 
there was practical stagnation until the beginning 
of the 90’s. 

Gradually, however, stagnation gave way to 
another boom, and after .several years of flourishing 
trade a new crisis broke out in 1899 which affected 
the whole of capitalist Europe. It hit Russia with 
particular severity, but its effect was felt every¬ 
where. It lasted several years, and its dimensions 
were tremendous. In France, for instance, where 
the effects were less than in Germany, the number 
of unemployed increased from 400,000 in 1896 to 
900,000 in 1902. 

The history of capitalism shows, therefore, that 
although crises recur they do not do so at regular 
intervals of time. The first crises were separated 
from each other by periods of ten years, but the 
crisis of 1873 took place sixteen years after the pre¬ 
ceding one, and the crisis that took place on the 
threshold of the twentieth century twenty-six years 
after. 

This is due to the fact that the duration of in¬ 
dustrial cycles (boom and stagnation) is determined 
by retarding and hastening forces. The first refers 
to the increased complexity and expansion of the 
capitalist system, which in proportion to its de¬ 
velopment continually embraces more new coun¬ 
tries. The social division of labour and the in¬ 
crease of speculation also have a retarding effect. 
The ties between the industries manufacturing 
articles of consumption and those which supply 
them with the necessary tools and raw materials 
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become more complex, and the spread of a wave 
of shrinkage or expansion of the market requires 
more time. 

The forces hastening a crisis include first of all 
the improvement of the technique of communica¬ 
tion. Railways and steamships, as well as the post, 
telegraphs, and telephones, shorten the time neces¬ 
sary for the conveyance of goods and speed up the 
turnover of capital, and consequently shorten the 
period of industrial cycles. There is also the in¬ 
tegration of enterprises, which means the combina¬ 
tion of enterprises producing raw materials and 
semi - manufactures with those producing the 
finished article (cotton plantations, ginning mills, 
weaving mills).* 

If both tendencies have equal forces and balance 
each other then the duration of industrial cycles, as 
happened during 1836-47 and 1847-57, remains more 
or less unchanged. If the retarding tendencies pre- 
vail then the cycles are more prolonged, as in 
1857-73 and 1873-99. 

Partial crises are distinguished from general 
crises, first by the fact that the former arise from 
incidental causes other than the tendency of capi¬ 
talism to over-production, and, secondly, that th \ 
are much narrower in their scope; they usually 
affect either individual countries, or a particular 
sphere of social production, and have comparatively 
slight effect outside this limited sphere. But par¬ 
tial crises in themselves may be extremely severe, 
and in their intensity in certain cases may be little 
distinguished from real world crises. 

* Concerning the integration or combination of enterprises see 
Chapter on Finance Capitalism. 
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Partial crises may arise from wars, revolutions, 
failure of harvests, and great Stock Exchange 
speculations. Thus the English cotton crisis of 
1863-4 was caused by the American Civil War. The 
general economic depression which prevailed in 
Russia in 1891-2 was due to the severe failure of the 
harve.st, etc. We will examine a concrete example 
to see the mechanism of the rise of such crises. 

The American Civil War of 1860-64, known as 
the war for the emancipation of the negroes, was 
the result of the conflict of interests between the 
dominant clas.ses of the North and South—between 
the industrial bourgeoisie and the landed aristo¬ 
cracy. The former strove for protection, for the 
imposition of high tariffs upon manufactured 
articles, which it desired to sell at high prices; the 
latter desired free trade in order to be able to buy 
these things cheaply. In the production of raw 
materials the cheap labour of the South was an in¬ 
convenient competitor against the employer of the 
North, who employed wage labour. When the 
economic struggle took the form of war, a crisis 
broke out in England owing to the shortage of raw 
cotton for the cotton industry, as a considerable 
portion of the cotton came from the Southern States 
of America. The cotton industry considerably de¬ 
clined, and the reserve army was increased by 
100,000 persons. Thus a social struggle in one 
country caused an industrial crisis in another owing 
to the close economic ties between countries created 
by the social division of labour. 

At all events, with regard to partial crises 
directly caused by political shocks, or generally by 
obviously social conditions, it is not difficult to see 
that their fundamental cause, like the cause of 
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general crises, is the unorganised character of the 
social division of labour. But even crises which 
arise as a consequence of what at first sight appear 
to be purely natural causes—as, for instance, 
meteorological conditions leading to a failure of the 
harvest—on a closer analysis usually prove to be 
the result of the same fundamental causes. For in¬ 
stance, such a severe failure of the harvest as 
occurred in Russia in 1891 is possible only as a 
result of the exhaustion of the soil by a reckless 
system of agriculture. The transition of natural 
self-sufficing economy to the exchange system, and 
the decline of peasant agriculture as a consequence 
of it, compelled the peasants to re.sort to an exces¬ 
sive extension of cultivation and increased exploi¬ 
tation of the soil, and at the same time the produc¬ 
tive capacity of the .soil was not restored to the 
extent it was used up. The exhaustion of the soil 
places agriculture in .such dependence on the 
weather that a failure of the harvest affecting the 
whole country not only becomes possible, but from 
time to time inevitable. Consequently even m this 
case a severe crisis is not an accidental occurrence 
ill a given system; what is comparatively accidental 
is the breaking out of the cri.sis in 1891 instead of 
in 1890 or 1892. 

Of all the spheres of social economy that are most 
easily affected by disturbing influences is the 
sphere of credit. For instance, a war threatens; 
the fear rises that several countries will be ruined 
and that the capitalists of these countries, and par¬ 
ticularly their Governments, will not be able to pay 
their debts. The unreliability of the situation 
destroys credit. At the same time an increased 
demand for money arises, many capitalists find 
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themselves called upon immediately to pay debts 
which they had calculated on deferring. Owing to 
the absence of co-ordination between the demand 
and supply of money the credit crisis is complicated 
by a financial crisis—the decline in credit is com¬ 
bined with a shortage of the money necessary for 
payments. The shock spreads, of course, to in¬ 
dustry, the increased demand for money upon the 
industrial capitalists, w'hose capital consists mainly 
of means of production and finished articles and 
not in money, becomes particularly burdensome. 

Crises represent a certain deterioration of social 
production, a temporary decline in the productive 
forces of society; but they also serve as a mighty 
impetus to technical progress, to the further de¬ 
velopment of productive forces. In the first place, 
as a result of crises competition is intensified to the 
extreme ; secondly, the desire to compensate them¬ 
selves for the losses they have suffered compels the 
capitalists to seek new methods of enrichment; and, 
thirdly and chiefly, the capitalists regard the ex- 
tiaordinary fall in prices as the cause of the losses 
they have suffered during the crisis, and naturally 
strive to raise the technique of their enterprises to 
such a height that a fall in prices, however low, will 
cause no loss. 

In hastening technical progress, crises facilitate 
the development of capitalist relations with all its 
consequences, including new crises. Here the 
tendency to development becomes clos-ely bound up 
with the tendency to deterioration. 

Thus we see that crises are an inevitable disease 
which from time to time affects the whole of capi¬ 
talist society. They are a continual menace, and 
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the capitalists are confronted with the problem of 
regulation of production. 

Is it possible, however, to regulate production 
within the framework of capitalism ? 

To this we reply in the negative, and for this 
reason : in order to regulate production it is neces¬ 
sary first of all to abolish its anarchic character and 
the competition which reigns under capitalism. In 
industrial capitali.st countries whole industries are 
sometimes organised into mighty organisations— 
syndicates and trusts. It is true that these organi¬ 
sations frequently manage to abolish competition 
between individual enterprises in a given industry; 
but on the world market, and that is what the capi¬ 
talist market really is, competition remains for the 
reason that, owing to the antagonism of interests, 
agreements between large capitalist units are not 
usually made, and if they are made, they burst like 
soap-bubbles. The difference between this and the 
unlimited reign of free competition is that the 
struggle between numerous individual capitalists is 
superseded by a struggle between a few economi¬ 
cally well-armed battalions of capitalists organised 
in syndicates and trusts. 

The idea of abolishing crises in bourgeois society 
i.s for thi.s rea.son quite utopian. Crises result from 
the fundamental characteristics of the capitalist 
sy.stem, and can only disappear with them. Only 
ciganised production based, not on profit, but on 
the greatest possible satisfaction of the require¬ 
ments of the whole of society, only a society not 
knowing an " insufficiency ” of the purchasing 
power of the masses, and consequently without 
classes, can abolish crises. 
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IX. 

THE EPOCH OF FINANCE CAPITALISM 
I. Credit 

U NDER machine capitalism, credit, which 
formerly played only a supplementary role 
in the circulation of money, develops into a 
strikinglj^ extensive, complex, and symmetrical 
system, acting as a mighty driving force to econo¬ 
mic development. 

The capitalist system of relations requires from 
each capitalist frequent and more or less consider¬ 
able money payments. At the .same time, however 
much money there may be in circulation, there may 
not always be enough money in hand. Even the 
richest capitalist sometimes finds himself in the 
position of not having enough cash in hand to settle 
accounts, whereas on other occasions he may have 
large sums for which he has no particular use. The 
development of capitalist production would be 
greatly retarded if every payment had to be made 
in cash—the first financial embarrassment would 
upset the whole business of the capitalist. 

From thi.s it is clear that with the development 
of capitalism, with the growth of capital, and the 
increase in the speed of its turnover, credit con¬ 
tinually expands and acquires increasing import¬ 
ance in social production. 

The form of capitalist credit enterprise, which in 
the period we are discussing is the hank, reaches 
its highest development. The hank serves as in- 
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termediary between the supply of and demand for 
Cl edit; it receives credit from those who are able to 
give It and gives credit to those who require it. 

Banks rose before the development of machine 
production, but it was only under the latter that 
they acquired complete development and wide 
application. 

Historically the modern banker is the heir of two 
mediaeval functionaries : the usurer and the money¬ 
changer. The former has been sufficiently de¬ 
scribed in previous chapters; we must now deal 
with the latter. 

Owing to the extremely disunited character of 
the feudal world, in which every over-lord had the 
right to mint money, there was such a mass of 
various kinds of money in the market that the in¬ 
stitution of money-changing was essential. The 
absence of public safety, characteristic of the feudal 
world, led the money-changers, many of w'hom had 
large sums of money permanently in their posses¬ 
sion, to take special measures to protect it from 
theft or plunder. For that reason the money in 
their coffers was fairly secure, and many merchants 
found it convenient to hand over their money for 
safe-keeping to the money-changer, for which they 
paid him a certain remuneration. The money thus 
deposited was paid out on demand, and the money¬ 
changer had no right to use the money in any way.* 

The development of capitalism and its conse¬ 
quence, the great demand for credit, caused a radi¬ 
cal change in the organisation of these money- 

‘ As we .saw in the chapter dealing with the circulation of 
money, m some places, as m Italy for instance, these money¬ 
changers’ offices developed into emission banks. 
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changers’ enterprises, which in the course of time 
came to be called banks. 

Prolonged experience taught the bankers that 
part of the money in their charge could be con¬ 
veniently given out at interest, for at no time would 
all the depositors simultaneously demand their 
money, and, furthermore, each withdrawal was 
covered by a further deposit. 

Observation showed that the deposits and with¬ 
drawals took place with a certain regularity 
governed by the definite economic conditions, so 
much so that it was possible to foretell the ebb and 
flow of money. 

In different countries there are different dates 
upon which payments are generally made and to 
which most financial obligations are adapted. These 
dates are determined, sometimes by the natural con¬ 
ditions of production, and sometimes by custom, 
the economic origin of which it is difficult to trace, 
although there cannot be any doubt that they have 
their root in the material conditions of the life of 
society. In agricultural countries settlement days 
usually coincide with the time when corn is sold. 
Custom has established settlement days on the eve 
of holidays : Christmas in England and Easter 
week in Russia. On such dates the market sud¬ 
denly puts forward a great demand for money for 
the purpose of settling accounts. A mass of money 
passes out of the sphere of the " hoard ” into the 
sphere of circulation and the coffers of the credit 
institutions are rapidly emptied. A .slight disturb¬ 
ance of the money market even takes place, but this 
is always of short duration and of little significance. 
Soon the surplus moneys again return to the hoard 
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and the empty coffers of the credit institutions are 
again filled, sometimes on the very same day. 

Basing their calculations on the laws of the circu¬ 
lation of money, the bankers began to lend parts of 
the deposits in their charge to various persons, but 
at first only for short periods and on sure security. 
Then the depositor became a real “ creditor ” of 
the bank, and the latter began to pay a certain in¬ 
terest for the use of the deposits, whereas formerly 
the depositor paid the banker for the safe-keeping 
of his money. 

Thus two primary bank operations arose : deposit 
operations, based on “ passive ” deposits, i.e., 
those in which the bank is debtor or receives credit; 
and loan operations, based upon “ active ” deposits, 
i.e., those in which the bank is the creditor or gives 
credit. 

From the point of view of quantity also, in all 
countries with a developed credit system deposit 
operations are the chief passive operations. 

Deposit operations are conducted in two main 
forms : dated and undated. Dated deposits, par¬ 
ticularly long dated (and there are even “ per¬ 
petual ” deposits), possess the advantage for the 
banker in that they cannot be unexpectedly with¬ 
drawn. Undated deposits or “current accounts” 
can be withdrawn at any time; the banker must be 
extremely cautious in putting these in circulation, 
and for that reason the interest paid on current 
accounts is less than that paid for dated deposit 
accounts. 

Even when the bank has numerous deposits it is 
never quite safe from collapse. This may easily 
take place if, as a result of some unseen economic 
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changes, the depositors in unusually large numbers 
make simultaneous call for their money. It may 
happen the more easily and is the more dangerous 
owing to the fact that current accounts comprise the 
largest part of the bank’s deposits and belong for 
the greater part to industrial and merchant capi¬ 
talists. Every political or economic shock, and par¬ 
ticularly a crisis, compels the.se depositors immedi¬ 
ately to demand their money from the bank in order 
to be secure against contingencies. 

The rise and fall of the interest on deposits serves 
as a means by which the banks, as necessity re¬ 
quires, can attract money into their coffers or cause 
its ebb. Suppose, for instance, that a bank has a 
large stock of money lying idle and consequently 
has to pay interest on deposits which it has not put 
into circulation. The bank then lowers the interest 
on its deposits ; the flow of new deposits then ceases, 
and many of the previous depositors withdraw their 
deposits in order to invest them to greater advan¬ 
tage. 

A variation of the form of deposit operation is the 
issue of “ bonds ” ; these are obligations under¬ 
taken by the bank, the interest and puncipal being 
repaid gradually over a long period. Bonds cor¬ 
respond to long-dated deposits, which the bank re¬ 
pays not immediately but in parts, and at the end 
of the fixed date. 

Out of the methods of mutually settling accounts 
of depositors by the transference of entries at the 
money-changers there developed the “ cheque ” 
system of payment. A modern capitalist rarely has 
large sums of money in his immediate possession ; 
he keeps his money at the bank. When he has to 
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make some payment he uses a “ cheque,” i.e., he 
writes out an order on the bank where his money is 
deposited to pay so-and-so a certain sum. Most 
frequently the payee does not take the cash, but has 
tile sum due to him entered into his account if he 
has one at the same bank. If he has not, then the 
money is transferred to the account of his per¬ 
manent banker. The cheque system is used most 
in economically advanced countries like England, 
where the sums passing daily from hand to hand in 
this manner amount to millions of pounds. 

The enormous economic power of the large banks, 
which absorb capital from all parts and have at 
their disposal the money of thousands of capitalists 
and non-capitalists, gives them .such .social import¬ 
ance that a formal obligation on the part of the bank 
to pay is accepted in society as being equal to the 
payment itself This leads to emission operations, 
or the issue of banknotes, with which we have al¬ 
ready dealt in the chapter on the circulation of 
money. 

Of the active operations, the primary are the 
granting of Joans on security. The first form of 
loan to develop was that of the Lombards, who 
granted loans on the security of movable property 
At first, when this operation had the form of petty 
usury, only .such articles were taken as security as 
possessed great value in .small compass, such as 
gold ingots, precious stones, etc With, the develop¬ 
ment of commodity circulation and credit, money 
v^as lent on commodities and proper securities. 

The banks which granted the loans did not them¬ 
selves store the commodities pledged with them. 
This became the work of a special group of enter- 
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prises—warehouses, the owners of which, for a cer¬ 
tain remuneration, stored the goods and gave the 
owners warrants certifying the value and receipt of 
the goods. This warranty was taken by the bank 
as security upon which it granted the loan. In the 
event of the failure of the debtor the banker pre¬ 
sented the warranty to the warehouse and received 
and sold the goods. (The loan, of course, was 
always less than the value of the goods pledged— 
usually about 6o per cent.) 

In the same way duplicates of waybills and bills 
of lading, i.e., receipts from railway, steamship, or 
carrying companies, certifying that certain goods 
have been received and loaded, are taken as 
securities. 

With the development of credit in commodity 
circulation, a mass of “ paper securities ” appears : 
State loan obligations, company shares, etc. We 
shall have to deal with these especially later on ; 
essentially they are the same thing, a legal certifi¬ 
cate of receipt of a certain part of the profits of 
society. Such “ securities ” are also taken by the 
banks. This leads to another danger which 
threatens the banks; in view of the fact that the 
market values of these securities may fluctuate in 
accordance with the rise and fall of supply and de¬ 
mand, the bank, on granting loans on these securi¬ 
ties, always stands the risk of suffering a loss as a 
consequence of their fall in price. 

Mortgage opeiations consist of the granting of 
loans on the security of real estate (land, houses, 
etc.). Such loans in the majority of cases are long¬ 
dated. A landowner stands in need of money for 
the purpose of improving his land or acquiring new 
land, or even for personal needs : in all these in- 
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stances he can only repay the loan gradually out of 
his income, particularly as the turnover of capital 
in agriculture is generally slow. For that reason, 
banks engaged in mortgage operations only receive 
long-dated deposits, as it is impossible to grant 
loans for a long period and receive credit for a short 
period. The chief and characteristic operation of 
such banks is the issue of mortgage bonds. 

A special loan operation is “ personal credit,” 
t.c., the granting of a loan without security, based 
entirely on confidence in the borrower. This is a 
comparatively risky operation (in Russia it caused 
the collapse of many banks) and does not play a 
very important role in developed capitalism. 

An important variation of loan operations is 
discounting. 

In this the bank, instead of granting loans on the 
security of bonds or other paper, buys them out¬ 
right, and in doing so, of course, gains the right 
to receive the money they represent. 

Large-scale development gives rise to a wide¬ 
spread sale of credit. It may happen, however, 
that a creditor needs money before the date of his 
securities arrives. The creditor then presents the 
bond at the bank ; if the banker considers the secu¬ 
rity reliable he wilLbuy it; in doing so he does not 
pay the full value of the security, a certain per¬ 
centage is deducted in favour of the bank. This 
operation is called discounting, and the deduction 
is called discount interest. 

The amount of discount interest is determined by 
two conditions : firstly, by the usual rate of interest 
prevailing in the given society; secondly, by the 
degree of risk taken by the creditor, i.e. the bank. 
We will assume that a bond is being discounted 
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two months before its time expires, t.r. before it 
matures, and that the usual rate of interest is 6 per 
cent, per annum, or i per cent, for two months. 
It would be no advantage to the bank to discount 
the bond for less than i per cent., because the sum 
it would liave to expend could be let out for two 
months at i per cent, interest. If in addition to 
this the bank considers that there is some risk of 
not getting the security cashed, or if it generally 
regards it as risky to spend money at the moment, 
the discount interest will rise to per cent., or 
2 per cent, for the two months. 

The variations of discount interest and interest 
on loans, like the variations on the interest on de¬ 
posits, serve the bank as a means of regulating the 
amount of cash in its possession in accordance with 
its requirements. If the rate of discount and in¬ 
terest on loans rises money will remain in the 
bank, because to discount securities and borrow 
money at the bank will be less profitable; when 
they fall then money begins to flow out of the bank. 

The operation of buying and selling shares, 
.securities etc. by the bank itself is of a very pecu¬ 
liar character, and up to a certain point is similar to 
discounting. In the event of a rise in the price of 
securities purchased by the bank, the bank will 
gain ; in the event of a fall it will lo.se. This is one 
of the forms of so-called Stock Exchange gambling, 
which creates the possibility for quick enrichment 
and rapid ruin. Such gambling frequently leads to 
the failure of banks, and if a bank has been 
gambling with other people’s money, it means the 
bankruptcy of its depositors. 

These are the main features of the activities of 
the banks. In practice they are extremely compli- 
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cated and involved; the investigation of banking 
business in detail is an enormously difficult task. 

Banks represent a large group of capitalist enter¬ 
prises having a mass of wage workers and enormous 
capital. The wage workers in credit enterprises 
chiefly belong to the “ intellectual staff”—office 
employees, bookkeepers, cashiers, managers, etc. 
In order to conduct its business successfully, and 
evade all the dangers accompanying credit opera¬ 
tions, the bank must be well informed with regard 
to the general position of affairs in the market, as 
well as the position of the individuals with whom it 
has business. This leads to the necessity of em¬ 
ploying numerous agents to obtain this information 
and “competent” persons able to make use of it. 
Frequently the banks maintain whole committees 
of such experts. Thus in credit affairs there arises 
a complex system of division of labour, in which the 
organisational activity of those managing the enter¬ 
prise extend far beyond the limits of the enter¬ 
prise. They simultaneously and directly influence 
a large number of industrial and commercial enter¬ 
prises, and directly reflect their general position. 

As has already been said, the fundamental .soeial 
significance of credit enterprises is that they, by 
their activity, facilitate the development of capi¬ 
talist production, with the economic relations and 
social consequences peculiar to it. 

Credit enables the industrial or commercial capi¬ 
talists to make use of resources which they could 
not obtain directly out of their enterprises. 

No enterprise spends the whole of the capital 
necessary for its conduct all at once; a considerable 
part must be held in reserve for a more or less pro¬ 
longed period, for current expenses or unforeseen 
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contingencies. In proportion as the enterprise 
grows the capitalist is compelled to place larger and 
larger sums to the reserve. In previous times all 
these sums remained in the hands of the capitalist 
as a dead “ hoard.” Now the capitalists place them 
in the bank and they remain real capital ; in the 
first place from the point of view of society, as 
through the bank they pass into the hands of other 
capitalists, who directly apply them to the produc¬ 
tion of surplus values, and secondly, from the 
point of view of the capitalists to whom they bring 
a certain profit in the shape of interest. 

On the other hand, with the aid of the banks, a 
capitalist not having the necessary reserve can 
easily extend his business—on the calculation of 
future profits. This is done the more easily be¬ 
cause the interest paid by the banks serves as a 
decoy which lures into the light of day moneys 
which otherwise would not have become capital, but 
would have remained sealed up in a strong box con¬ 
stituting a dead ” hoard.” Credit gathers up into 
the hands of the capitalists even moneys which be¬ 
long to non-capitalists. The savings of domestic 
servants, peasants, artisans, and workers pass 
through the savings banks into the hands of big 
capitalists, who use them for the extension of their 
enterprises. 

The significance of the credit system for the 
whole of society is that in combining capitals it 
facilitates the combination of the general productive 
forces of society and thus hastens the victory of 
society over nature. 

In examining the significance of credit for the 
various economic classes in society, it is necessary 
to understand that it considerably hastens the de- 
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velopment of two processes Firstly, the process of 
separating the big capitalists from the small is 
rapidly completed ; the former having wider possi¬ 
bilities of enjoying credit rapidly expand their busi¬ 
ness and increase their capital; the latter, to whom 
credit is accessible only to an insignificant degree, 
and is, generally, more likely to be against them, 
find competition more and more severe. Secondly, 
the process of separating the distributing and con¬ 
suming functions of the capitalists from their orga¬ 
nisational function is greatly accelerated. The banks 
give to an increasing section of the capitalists the 
opportunity of living on their interest without 
worrying about the personal conduct of their busi¬ 
ness. 

An increasing number of capitalists is converted 
into pure “ rentiers ” The word rent generally 
means income derived not from personal activity in 
production—organisational or executive—but from 
the mere possession of property, i.e., from the 
point of view of production a parasitic income. Such 
is ground rent which the landowner receives merely 
because he owns land, and such is the rent of capi¬ 
tal lent to individual persons or to the banks. 

For the workers engaged in productive labour 
credit has no direct significance; generally speak¬ 
ing. it has no significance for them at all. 

The extent of the business of credit at the present 
day is enormous, and increases with tremendous 
rapidity. Even in such a backward country as 
Russia the turnover of the banks amounted to 
milliards of roubles. In Japan, during the ten 
years from 1894 to 1904 bankers’ capital increased 
five times, from 112 million yen to 540 million yen. 
The amount of deposits increased ten times, from 
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290 million to 2,988 million yen (i yen is equal to 
two shillings of pre-w'ar money). 

The role of the banks and credit in industrial 
capitalism is extremely great, but with the transi¬ 
tion of the latter into the modern stage—that 
known as fmance capitalism —their role is even 
greater. 

Banks then begin to take a direct part in the 
management of industry and commerce and act as 
the organisers of industrial life. Their already 
existing active operations, t.e., the purchase of 
securities, particularly of shares, increase in extent. 
Having the possession of shares, the banks acquire 
influence in the affairs of individual enterprises and 
finally assume the functions of individual capitalists 
of the old type. These new functions are based on 
the development of the joint-stock company. 

2. Joint-Stock Companies 

A limited liability company is a special form of 
capitalist undertaking distinguished by its extreme 
flexibility and the mobility of the capital invested 
in it. 

It gives the capitalist who has invested a 
certain sum of money in industry or in a bank the 
possibility of withdrawing that sum at any moment 
and in a money form. Being a shareholder in a 
railway works to-day, he may be a shareholder in 
a weaving mill, universal store, railway company, 
or steamship company to-morrow. In what manner 
is this easy mobility, or the mohiUsation of capital, 
acquired ? In order to reply to this question it is 
necessary to explain the essence, the rise and pecu¬ 
liarities, of limited liability companies. 
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We will suppose that several persons, say four, 
have formed a company to construct a smelting 
works. For thus purpose they collectively invest 
;£ioo,ooo which is .spent on acquiring a plot of land, 
constructing buildings, equipping the works, pur¬ 
chasing raw material, paying wages, etc. Suppose, 
further, that the first invested ;£io,ooo, the second 
^20,000, the third £30,000, and the fourth £40,000. 
The amount of money which each of these founder 
shareholders invests in the concern is different, and 
the amount of profits they will each receive will also 
be different. In order to define the position of each 
founder they print special share certificates, certi¬ 
fying the right of the person to receive a certain 
share of the future returns of-the enterprise, and 
these are distributed among the founders in pro¬ 
portion to the amount of money each has invested. 

If a certificate is issued for every £10 invested in 
the concern, then the first will receive 1,000 certi¬ 
ficates, the second 2,000, the third 3,000, and the 
fourth 4,000. After making up the accounts for 
the year it is found that the enterprise has made, 
£20,000 clear profit. This means that for 
every £10 invested there will be given £2 profit. It 
is clear, therefore, that the certificates certifying 
the holder to have the right to receive profits repre¬ 
sent real values, and that being the case the holder 
can at any time sell a certificate to another, person 
who will receive the profits instead. 

But will he sell his share certificate for £10? We 
saw that £10 spent on the smelting works brought 
20 per cent, profit, whereas the same sum invested 
in a bank or in a State loan giving a fixed return 
would bring a considerably smaller profit cor¬ 
responding to the average rate of interest, say 4 per 
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cent. The owner of the share might demand 
for his share, that is a sum that would have to be 
invested in the bank to give £2 profit. As, however, 
the investment of capital in a commercial or indus¬ 
trial undertaking is accompanied by some risk (the 
profits of the enterprise may fall), the prospective 
buyer of the share certificate will want to receive 
more than 4 per cent., say 5 per cent. He will then 
pay ^40, t.e., four times as much as the founder of 
the company invested. 

As we saw in the chapter on distribution, in the 
period of industrial capitalism the income of an 
enterprise is divided into interest on capital and 
profits. If, for example, an enterprise produces 
20 per cent, profit, we can say that 5 per cent, re¬ 
presents interest on capital and 15 per cent, the 
profit on the enterprise. Our new shareholder will 
only receive interest on his capital; he acts there¬ 
fore not as an industrial but as a financial capi¬ 
talist. The profits of the enterprise, as we saw, are 
taken by the founders in the form of -founders^ 
profits, which frequently assume enormous propor¬ 
tions. Thus, if our founders wished to sell the 
whole of their shares they would receive ;i04oo,ooo 
instead of ;£i00,000 they invested. They would re¬ 
ceive the ;;(Jioo,ooo advanced by them, and in addi¬ 
tion another £300,000 profit, which would repre¬ 
sent the “ capitalised ” founders’ profits. The 
largest profit of the enterprise, therefore, the cream 
as it were, is skimmed off by a group of large capi¬ 
talists or banks who are alone able to establish the 
modern gigantic works requiring hundreds of 
thousands and even millions of pounds to establish. 
Limited liability companies are therefore a mighty 
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instrument for the centralisation of capital in the 
hands of big capitalists. 

Some economists presume that the limited lia¬ 
bility companies lead to the “ democratisation ” of 
capitalism. They argue that a person who is not 
rich, even a working man, could afford to buj^ a 
share worth £20 or and therefore he could be¬ 
come a shareholder in a company, perhaps the very 
one in which he is employed. This, of course, is 
not true. In the first place, a shareholder is simply 
converted into a loan eapitalist; as we saw, he re¬ 
ceives only the average rate of interest—the enter¬ 
priser’s profits, the cream of the enterprise, are 
taken by the founders. Secondly, the ownership 
of the shares does not give the owner the possi¬ 
bility of even indirectly participating in the 
management of the enterprise. It is true that the 
directors of a company are elected at a general 
meeting of shareholders, but actually the influence 
that tells here is not that of individual shareholders, 
but of “ blocks ” of shares, t.e., of the large share¬ 
holders. The small shareholders do not even attend 
the meeting, not merely because they have no in¬ 
fluence, but because the shares are scattered over 
the country, and even over the whole world. To 
travel hundreds of miles in order to cast one or two 
votes at a company meeting is of course absurd. 
The control of the company therefore lies in the 
hands of the large shoreholders, who themselves, or 
through their proxies, elect the directors. The 
direct management of the company makes it 
possible for the large shareholders to earn much 
greater profits than the rank and file shareholders. 
In the first place, they get a fixed share of the 
profits and enormous directors’ fees far exceeding 
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the remuneration of highly skilled and organisa¬ 
tional labour in capitalist society. Then, again, 
large shareholders, being more closely connected 
with the enterprise than the others, can more easily 
take advantage of the state of the market. When 
new contracts, and consequently increased profits, 
are foreseen, they buy additional shares ; when the 
prospect of increased returns decreases, they tem¬ 
porarily sell their shares and transfer all the conse¬ 
quences of a fall in prices to others. 

In order to acquire actual domination of the 
enterprise, it is necessary to have more than half 
t\ve votes. But this is only so theoretically. Ex¬ 
perience shows that it \s not necessary to have more 
than 40 per cent., or even 30 per cent., oi the 
shares. In this manner it happens that a few capi¬ 
talists or a financial group receive the possibility of 
handling capital far in excess of what they have in¬ 
vested. The particularly complicated system of 
one company financing others still further increases 
the power of the large capitalists. The simplest 
of these systems is the organisation of ” daughter 
companies.” Let us assume that company A has 
a capital of 5^700.000 of which £400,000 is actually 
in the hands of capitalist (or group of capitalists) 
B who directs the company. Assuming further that 
the company resolves to establish another company 
with a capital of ;;fi2,50o,ooo. Theoretically speak¬ 
ing, in order that this group of capitalists may have 
control over the new venture they should have 
;£i,300,ooo worth of shares, and issue to the public 
shares only to the value of jfii,20o,ooo. But in 
order that company A may receive this £1,300,000 
worth of shares, it must invest a corresponding sum 
in the new company. It obtains this money by 
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issuing bonds to that amount upon which are paid 
not dividends but a definite interest. The bond¬ 
holders are not given the right to vote at company 
meetings, and consequently have no voice in the 
management of the concern. These rights are 
transferred to the founding company A. Thus it 
happens that capitalist B possessing ;£40o,ooo of 
capital has command of company A and through 
it of its daughter company, i.e , of a capital of 
;C3,200,000. 

The system of establi.shing daughter companies 
has become widespread in all countries with 
developed credit. Thus the mechanical engineering 
company Orenstien Keppel, of Germany, estab¬ 
lished ten daughter companies, the largest of which 
are in Russia, Paris, Madrid, Vienna and Johan¬ 
nesburg. The General Electrical Company had its 
daughter companies in London, Petrograd, Paris, 
Genoa, Stockholm, Brussels, Vienna, Milan, Mad¬ 
rid, Berlin and a number of other towns. The 
well-known machine-constructing company of Riga, 
P'elser and Company, is a daughter company of 
the German company Ausberg-Murenberg. The 
cotton-spinning mills in Petroff and Spaska, and the 
cotton mills in Schlus.selburg, in Russia, are the 
daughter companies of a single Anglo-Russian com¬ 
pany. The industrial oligarchy assumes particu¬ 
larly monstrous proportions in the United States. 
There one frequently meets with “ daughter,” 
“ grand-daughter,” and “ great-grand-daughter” 
companies which are subordinate to "mother,” 
“grandmother,” and “great-grand-mother" com¬ 
panies. 

Thus the development of the company form of 
enterprise causes a palpable change in the very 
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character of capitalist private property. The power 
of property with regard to the process of produc¬ 
tion becomes limited. It gives the rank and file 
capitalist the right to share in the social surplus 
value, but it gives him no right to interfere in 
the process of production. This limitation, in its 
turn, gives the owners of a part of capital unlimited 
power over the whole of capital. The property 
of the majority of small capitalists is subject to in¬ 
creasing limitations their former command of pro¬ 
duction has disappeared for ever, and the circle of 
those dominating over them becomes ever narrower. 
In this manner individual owners, as it were, cease 
to exist: they are converted into a company of 
capitalists. Individuals have the right merely to 
a certain share of social income, and the manage¬ 
ment of industry is concentrated in the hands of 
capitalists who have invested capital, large in itself, 
but insignificant in comparison with the whole mass 
of capital. 

This process becomes more rapid in proportion 
as the company system develops, and the latter is 
advancing at great speed. 

In the first place, it is nece.ssary to point out 
the ease with which companies can be formed. 
Individual capitalists rarely possess sufficient capital 
for the construction of canals, railroads, etc. This 
can only be done by a company which invites the 
assistance of the whole capitalist class and is thus 
able rapidly to mobilise the necessary sum. 

Companies have also greater powers of growth 
than individual enterprises. The credit of an in¬ 
dividual capitalist is limited to the extent of his 
turnover. For that reason he can extend his busi¬ 
ness only to the extent of his own profit. The com- 
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pany is not limited in this manner. If it requires 
money for the purpose of extending its business or 
for installing newly invented improved machinery 
it resorts to the issue of new shares. If the smelt¬ 
ing works, about which we spoke above, requires an¬ 
other j(]250,ooo for extending the works or for new 
furnaces, it will issue shares for that sum on the 
money market, and with the money thus obtained 
carry out the necessary extensions. This is usually 
done with the aid of the banks, which purchase the 
shares themselves or else undertake their allocation. 

Furthermore, a company shows more .stability and 
vitality than an individual enterprise. By way of 
illustration we will assume that our smelting works 
produced only 2 per cent, profit. Under such cir¬ 
cumstances an individual enterprise would find it¬ 
self in a position of extreme embarrassment. With 
a debt of ;^5o,ooo (we assume that the whole of 
the capital was equal to ;(iioo,ooo) there would not 
only be nothing left for the individual capitalist, 
but he would not be able to pay the interest to his 
creditors. A more serious blow might cause his 
bankruptcy. The position of the company is quite 
different. If for some reason—c g a crisis or tech¬ 
nical backwardncs.s—the profits fall to 2 per cent., 
then the price of the shares on the Stock Exchange 
will fall, and in.stead of their nominal value of /iio 
they may fall to £4. ^'he new owners will receive 
four shillings profit on or 5 per cent. This 
process takes place, not in the works, but far aivay 
from it, on the Stock Exchange, and production 
itself is not affected by it. In addition, it must be 
observed that a company can “ recover” much more 
easily than an individual enterprise. With the aid 
of the bank it issues new shares, introduces new 
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machinery, enlarges its turnover, and comparatively 
rapidly renders a shaky position more stable. 

Taking the above into consideration, the colossal 
expansion and enlargement of companies by which 
the last decade is distinguished will become clear. 
In 1909, 79 per cent, (in value) of all the goods 
produced in the United States were produced by 
companies. In 1900, three-quarters of the horse¬ 
power of all the motors in Germany (steam and 
oil engines, water and wind turbines) was owned 
by companies. In Austria the number of companies 
increased from 587 in 1905 to 709 in 1910, l.e., 21 
per cent., while share capital increased by 30 per 
cent. In England the number of companies in 1911 
reached 53,700, having increased by one-third in 
five years. To an even greater degree the same 
thing took place in Russia. Owing to the expansion 
of the war industry, companies in Russia sprang up 
like mushrooms between 1915 and the beginning of 
1917, But even in normal times Russia did not lag 
behind western Europe. It is sufficient to say that 
during the ten years 1903-12 Russian share capital 
increased seven times. It is true that many of these 
represent the conversion of individual enterprises 
into companies, but this only shows the growth of 
the company form of enterprise' and consequently 


‘ The conversion of individual enteijnises into compaiiies has 
become a widespread practice during the last decade. It is 
practised when the capital of an individual enterprise in a pri¬ 
vate company is not sufficient to continue the business In such 
cases the capitalist, with the aid of some financial group, makes 
an estimate of the value of the enterprise, converts it into a 
limited company, and takes for himself an amount of shares 
corresponding to the value of his enterprise. The participation 
of the financial group is e\prcs.sed heie in the former increasing 
the capital of the undertaking with their investments and receiv¬ 
ing a corresponding number of shares The extent to which this 
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the growing impersonality of capital. The extent 
to which this has proceeded in world industry may 
be seen from the fact that the value of the total 
amount of shares issued between 1903 and 1912 was 
;i^i75,4oo,ooo, 60 per cent, of which was issued 
during the last five years. 

3 . Private Capitalist Monopoly 

Side by side with the tendency of capital to be¬ 
come impersonal through the limited company an¬ 
other process goes on not less characteristic of 
modern capitalism, viz., the combination of separ¬ 
ate enterprises, sometimes embracing whole in¬ 
dustries. 

The old capitalism described above represented 
the reign of free competition. Impelled by the 
unrestrained desire for profit, the capitalist, by 
improving technique, extending his enterprise, re¬ 
fining the methods of exploiting the workers, 
strove to reduce the cost of production and by lower¬ 
ing prices to capture the increasing mass of pur¬ 
chasers. Under these circumstances the profits of 
an individual capitalist might fall below the level 
typical for a given country. Such a fall of profits 
in a particular enterprise would lead to the flow 
of the capital invested in it to other more profitable 
enterprises. This was a comparatively simple 
matter with a low organic composition of capital, 
i.e., when the overwhelmingly greater part of the 
capital was used for the payment of wages, and con¬ 
sequently the amount spent on factory buildings, 

IS practised can be seen from the fact that m Russia, of the 
761 limited companies with a capital of 800 million roubles 
formed between 1901 and 1911, 529 with a capital of 565 million 
roubles were formed out ot privately owned undertakmg.s 
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machinery and raw material did not represent the 
main part of the capital of the enterprise. In "such 
a case it was not difficult for the capitalist to liqui¬ 
date his business; he could dismiss his workmen 
and invest the remainder of his capital in another 
industry. 

Such migrations of capital become more and more 
difficult in proportion as capitalism develops. 
Parallel with such development there grows also 
the development of technique, which determines the 
rise in the organic composition of capital. An in¬ 
creasing proportion of the money invested in an 
enterprise goes as constant capital (means of pro¬ 
duction) and a decreasing part as variable capital 
(wages). If before the amount of money spent on 
wages was £8o out of every ;Cioo, now the propor¬ 
tion is £20 out of ;£ioo, or even less. It is parti¬ 
cularly important to observe that the increase of 
capital is accompanied by the increase of that part 
of it which is spent on buildings and machinery, 
and forms, as is known, fundamental capital. 
American statistics in this connection are very in¬ 
structive. They show that between i88o and 1905 
the value of fundamental capital invested in means 
of production in the United States increased 315 
per cent., while wages increased only 192 per cent. 
In the production of articles of consumption the in¬ 
crease . of fundamental capital during the same 
period was 224 per cent, and wages only 115 per 
cent. Another example is equally characteristic. 
In 1880 the amount of wages paid for rolling one 
ton of rails was 15 cents, whereas in 1901 it was i 
cent. ; for wire drawing in 1880 the wages were 
2.12 dollars per ton, whereas in 1901 they were 12 
cents, etc. The place of the worker is taken by 
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the machine, and instead of extensive workshops 
and large numbers of workers crowding round 
small machines, we have gigantic works, where 
pigmy men appear quite insignificant in the 
presence of the enormous apparatus characteristic of 
modern industry. 

Owing to this, invested capital cannot always be 
withdrawn and transferred to another sphere of 
investment. With the development of competition 
capitalist enterpri.ses (particularly in the So-called 
heavy industries—-mining and metals) may find 
themselves in a position where the rate of profit is 
very low. This danger becomes all the more men¬ 
acing in view of the fact that with development the 
rate of profit tends to diminish {see Chapter VIII, 
6 (a) on Profit) The average rate of profit for¬ 
merly repre.sented 20 per cent., but the extent of 
its fluctuation was much wider than in the modern 
period, when the average rate of profit is cut down 
as low 5 or 6 per cent.; the slightest shock might 
prove fatal to any individual undertaking. 

The capitali.sts strive to find a way out of this 
situation, and find it in the creation of private 
capitalist monopoly which confronts the consumer 
as a single mighty organisation. 

The organisational forms of capitalist monopoly 
are very varied and for that reason bear varied 
names: cartels, syndicates, trusts, etc. But the 
aim of them all is the same, viz., to limit competi¬ 
tion in order to raise the income of the enterprises 
entering the combination. The methods adopted by 
the cartel consist in the establishment of minimum 
prices, in limiting output, in the allocation of certain 
spheres of the market to their respective members, 
the establishment of equal conditions for buying 
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and credit, etc. When the independence of each 
enterprise with regard to the market disappears, 
i.e., when the sale of the goods manufactured by 
them is carried out by a central office for all enter¬ 
prises in the combine, then we have a syndicate. 
The next organisational stage in private capitalist 
monopoly is the trust, in which the individual enter¬ 
prises completely merge into one gigantic limited 
company under a single management, which con¬ 
trols not only the relations of the combined enter¬ 
prises with the market, but also its internal affairs, 
improvement of technique, relations with the 
workers, etc. 

The process of syndicalisation (as well as trus¬ 
tification) takes place first of all between homogen¬ 
eous enterprises : coal-mining companies with coal¬ 
mining companies, tobacco companies with tobacco 
companies, etc. This is called horizontal syndicali¬ 
sation. But the process does not end here. It 
applies to enterprises of varying characters to the 
extent that they are engaged in consecutive stages 
in the manufacture of particular products. Very 
frequently such a form of so-called vertical syndi¬ 
calisation, combine, or the integration of productive 
units takes place between enterprises producing the 
finished product and those producing the raw 
materials for it. When trade is good the supply 
of raw materials lags behind the production of 
finished articles. This is due to the fact that a 
longer period of time is required to extend the pro¬ 
duction of raw materials than the production of 
manufactured goods.* As a consequence raw mater- 

^ In order to extend production in agriculture a whole year is 
required. The sinking of new shafts in Russia takes five to 
seven years, and the e.xtension of the sowing areas of cotton, 
which entails complicated irrigation, takes several years, &c. 
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ials become considerably dearer, which in its turn 
causes a fall in prices and loss. As a result of 
this instability in the profits of the enterprises we 
are discussing we get the vertical syndicate and 
the establishment right at the beginning of colossal 
combined enterprises embracing the manufacture of 
particular commodities in all its stages. 

As examples of this we may quote the combina¬ 
tion of steel rolling mills, smelting works, and coal 
mines; weaving mills, spinning mills, and cotton 
plantations; fishing and preserving companies. A 
concrete example is the well-known Krupp works of 
Germany. This concern builds ironclads, using its 
own coal, coke, iron, steel and other raw materials, 
and semi-manufactures: it has its own mines for 
the production of various minerals, its own rolling 
mills, and even its own printing and bookbinding 
works serving its offices.' 

In the example we have quoted the ties between 
the combined undertakings are clear. But there 
are cases where vertical syndicalisation embraces 
industries which seem to have only the remotest 
connection with each other, and one frequently has 
to look very closely to discover the thread that binds 
separate industries in modern capitalist countries. 
What is the connection, for instance, between the 
production of kerosene and white lead ? And yet 
the mighty American Oil Trust had a monopoly of 
the manufacture of white lead. Why ? It appears 
that the production of lubricating oil was a subsi¬ 
diary industry to the production of the Oil Trust. 

^ In Russia, the MattsoS works includes forest allotments, 
smelting works, machine construction works, cement works (the 
cement produced from slag), armature wo'ks, &c All these 
are connected by a light railway. 
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In this they had to meet the competition of the 
Linseed Oil Trust. After some little time the Oil 
Trust bought up the majority of the shares of the 
Linseed Oil Trust and united it to itself. But the 
thing did not end there. Large quantities of lin¬ 
seed oil are used in the manufacture of white lead, 
and white lead represents one of the main products 
of the Lead Tru.st. Finally the shares of the latter 
were bought up by the Oil Trust and the production 
of kerosene combined with that of white lead. 

The main task of both vertical and horizontal 
combines is to raise profits. In fixing a definite 
price they act as the complete and unquestioned 
masters of the market, to winch they dictate the con¬ 
ditions. It is not necessary for the .syndicates to 
embrace the whole of production in order to be, 
masters of the market, for the enterprises standing 
outside them cannot in any case satisfy the whole 
of the demand. If, however, the existence of in¬ 
dependent firms represents a serious danger to a 
syndicate, it “ declares war” on them and lowers the 
prices to an extent that the competitors cannot 
stand, thus compelling them to come into the syn¬ 
dicate. Having thus reached the position of mono¬ 
poly the syndicate continually screws up prices. 
Here are a few examples. The American Oil 
Trust commenced in the year 1882 with a dividend 
of per cent., and by the first decade of the pre¬ 
sent century it had reached 40 to 48 per cent. The 
Cotton Trust in England reached 20 per cent, to 
25 per cent.; the Tobacco Trust which was formed 
in Russia on the eve of the war increased the re¬ 
turns of the firms entering it by 70 per cent. etc. 
There is only one obstacle that lies in the path of 
the trust in raising prices and that is the reduction 
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of the quantity of goods sold as a result of pur¬ 
chasers, scared by the increased prices, deciding to 
give up bu3dng its products.* Such a state of affairs 
may lead at any moment to the reduction of profits 
and prevent the raising of prices. 

The establishment of a monopoly therefore gives 
the syndicate and the trust the power of raising 
prices considerably beyond the limits in Which 
prices fluctuate under the unlimited competition 
typical of the capitalism of the nineteenth century. 
The price of production, 1 c., the cost of produc¬ 
tion plus the average profit, ceases to determine 
market prices with sufficient exactness, while in 
addition indirect taxes are imposed which generally 
decrease the real wages of the working class con¬ 
sumer. 

The growth of profits and the unlimited enrich¬ 
ment of the syndicates facilitate the limitation and 
even the complete abolition of the commercial 
middlemen. During the existence of individual en¬ 
terprises each producing for the other there were 
intertwined between them scores of such middle¬ 
men each of whom took a share out of the sum total 
of surplus values. This does not happen with the 
development of the trust. The system of combina¬ 
tion, at one blow, throws out all these intermediary 
links and renders the services of commercial capital 
quite superfluous. The homogeneous horizontal 
combines frequently either acquire their own ware¬ 
houses or reduce the functions of the merchants 
to that of commission agents. Commercial capital, 

‘ The same thing takes place here as in the case of indirect 
taxation An excessive tax sometimes conipels the consumer to 
limit his consumption, and the product of this particular com¬ 
modity is reduced to such an extent that the increased tax 
brings the Government a smaller revenue 
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mighty and dominant over all economic life at the 
dawn of capitalism, is now in a position completely 
subordinate to industrial capital. 

The traders’ profits which formerly were divided 
among many remain in the pockets of the trust 
owners, and when they employ the services of the 
merchant the share which comes to the latter is very 
small. Thus, for example, in Russia prior to the 
organisation of the “Prodamet” (a company for 
the sale of the products of the Russian metal in¬ 
dustry) agents used to receive from 5 to 6 kopeks 
for every pood of metalware they sold {60 poods 
= I ton), whereas with the organisation of the ‘ ‘Pro¬ 
damet ’’all the trading costs, including losses from 
bankruptcy, amounted to from il to 2 kopeks per 
pood. 

The domination over the market places the mono¬ 
poly capitalist in an advantageous position during 
crises. A combine (syndicate or cartel), or a single 
enterprise (trust) can, on the approach of a crisis, 
immediately cut down production, artificially re¬ 
tain its goods in its warehouses, and thus, to a con¬ 
siderable degree, restrain the catastrophic fall of 
prices. In this way the monopoly position of the 
market gives a syndicate or trust an enormous ad¬ 
vantage ever individual and non-combine enter¬ 
prises. This explains the gigantic growth of the 
syndicate movement during the last decade. 

This process assumes most impressive dimensions 
in the United States, where the centralisation of in¬ 
dustry has reached truly monstrous dimensions. 
Take the production of oil and its products. At the 
end of the last century the oil industry was in the 
hands of 400 disconnected enterprises. In 1903 the 
Oil Trust merged all these enterprises into one. In 
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the 1900’s the Oil Trust had in its hands 90 per 
cent, of all the oil produced in America. To give 
some idea of the incalculable wealth of this Trust 
it is sufficient to say that in 1909 it owned 12,000 
cisterns, sixty huge ocean-going steamers, 3,000 
oil reservoirs, etc. 

Already at the beginning of this century the 
American trusts owned 81 per cent, of the chemical 
industry of America, 77 per cent, of the metal in¬ 
dustry, 66 per cent, of the steel industry (the Steel 
Trust is wealthier than the Oil Trust, its capital 
in 1911 amounting to i i/sth milliards of dollars), 
60 per cent, of paper and printing, 85 per cent, of 
lead products, etc. The .state of affairs on the rail¬ 
ways represents a particularly striking picture. 
Quite recently American railways, which have a 
length of about 340,000 miles (half of the railways 
of the world), were owned by 5,000 separate railway 
companies. On the eve of the war all the railways 
of the United States passed into the hands of a few 
financial groups headed by millionaires the names 
of whom are known to every child in the United 
States. 

The United States has surpassed all other capital¬ 
ist countries in trustification. To the observer it 
represents a country covered by a few score or so 
of gigantic works with their affiliated branches; 
these positively dominate the whole country and it 
is impossible to move a step without feeling the 
influence of some trust or other. This is how an 
American writer describes a dinner in any American 
restaurant:— 

“ The waiter brings you a cocktail before dinner ; 
the drink, the chief component of which is whisky, 
is under the control of the Whisky Trust (capital 
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35 million dollars) ; the bouillon comes from the 
Beef Trust (loo millions), the oysters are provided 
by the recently-established Oyster Trust (5 mil¬ 
lions). You call for hors d'oeuvre, radishes, celery 
and prepare your toll for the Farm and Dairy Pro¬ 
duce Trust (15 millions) ; the pudding is the pro¬ 
duct of the American Flour Company (120 mil¬ 
lions) ; the fruits of the American Fruit Company; 
the biscuits of the National Biscuit Trust; the 
whipped cream of the American Ice Cream Com¬ 
pany. If 3'ou wish to drink a cup of coffee or smoke 
a cigar do not forget the Coffee Syndicate (60 mil¬ 
lions) and the Tobacco Trust (75 millions) 

Germany is a no less classical land of monopoly 
and on the eve of the war had 400 combines. The 
most prominent of the syndicates was the Rhine- 
Westphalian Coal Syndicate, which up to the first 
of January, 1913, turned out 93 per cent, of the 
Ruhr coal, or 54 per cent, of the whole output of 
coal of Germany (94 million tons). The Essen 
Iron Syndicate plays an important role. On the 
eve of the war this .syndicate annually placed 34 
million tons of iron on the market (43 to 44 per 
cent, of the output of the whole country). There 
were also the Sugar Syndicate producing 70 per 
cent, of the sugar products for the home market 
and 80 per cent, of the sugar exports, and the Paper 
Syndicate controlling 80 per cent, of the production 
of printing paper, etc. 

There is no need to dwell on the syndicate move¬ 
ment in France, England, Belgium, Austria and 
other countries. All these are effected by the in¬ 
creasing process of monopolisation, which is beat¬ 
ing a path for itself in all branches of industry. 

Thus in every country we observe the develop- 
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meut of capitalism towards the complete monopoly 
of whole branches of industry, both homogeneous 
and heterogeneous in character. Industry is be¬ 
coming more and more centralised and concentrated, 
confronting the market as a highly-organised 
capitalist combine. This process is still further 
hastened by the banks which act as the organising 
centres of the whole of modern industry, urging it 
forward to still further centralisation. 

4 . The Banks as Organising Centres of 

INDU.STRY 

Formerly the banks were little interested in the 
fate of individual enterprises. They usually 
granted credit to a manufacturer on security for a 
definite period; the capitalist in this way increased 
his turnover and soon returned the loan to the in¬ 
stitution granting it to him. At this stage, the 
bank was only interested in the debtor successfully 
carrying out his intended operation (the purchase 
of raw material, the production and sale of the fin¬ 
ished article). The fate of the bank was in no way 
tied up with that of the enterprise to which it 
loaned its money. 

During the last decade a complete change has 
come about. The size of enterprises increased and 
their equipment was no longer in the power of in¬ 
dividual capitalists.* Here the banks came on the 
scene and acted, not merely as creditors but also as 
founders. They like a sponge absorbed all the free 
capital in the country and then invested a consider¬ 
able part of it in some particular industries. The 

’ It IS sufficient to point out that previous to the war the cost 
of equipping a boot factory employing from 180 to 200 workers 
in Germany was half a million marks, while the equipment of a 
combined iron-smelting works in the same country cost not less 
than 40 million marks, 
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founding of companies now became one of the most 
important operations of the banks. The issue of 
industrial shares became the most profitable of their 
active operations. The following figures will show 
the extent of the profit which the German banks 
received from this business between 1895 and 1900. 
The issue of shares of industrial enterprises pro¬ 
duced a profit in 1895 of 36.6 per cent., in 1896 of 
36.1 per cent., in 1897 of 66.7 per cent., in 1898 
of 67.7 per cent., in 1899 of 66.9 per cent., and in 
1900 of 55.2 per cent. During this period the banks 
“earned” over one milliard marks on the issue of 
German industrial shares. This is nothing less 
than the lion’s share of founder’s profits—capita¬ 
lised enterpriser’s profits. 

It must not be assumed, however, that a bank 
sells all the shares of the enterprises it establishes. 
It usually retains for itself a sufficient number of 
the shares as will give it the domination of the new 
company. The position of the bank in relation to 
commercial or industrial enterprises radically 
changes. It invests its money in the bowels of 
the earth, in steel lathes, in stone walls, in railway 
embankments. It is vitally interested not only in 
the success of one or another operation undertaken 
by the enterprise which it has helped to establish, 
it is interested in all its activities, in its very exist¬ 
ence, Bank capital, at one time existing separately 
from commercial and industrial capital, merges with 
the latter and forms finance capital. 

The process of merging takes place not only in 
newly-established enterprises, but also in existing 
ones. The history of industry during the last few 
years is the history of the conquest of industry by 
bank capital. The bank gathers up from 25 to 30 
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per cent, of the shares of a company marked out by 
it, and this is sufficient to secure a majority of 
votes and thus to enable it to elect the directors. 
Another method adopted by the banks to subordin¬ 
ate commercial and industrial capital to itself is to 
“ revive” the latter. Suppose, for example, that a 
certain factory as a consequence of obsolete tech¬ 
nique or insufficiency of turnover capital begins to 
show a loss or decline in profit. In order to in¬ 
crease the returns of the enterprise it is necessary 
to have more capital, and for this purpose the enter¬ 
prise is compelled to approach the bank for assist¬ 
ance. The bank agrees to render this assistance, 
but becomes a part owner of the business. If the 
enterprise is a limited company then the bank se¬ 
cures enough shares to be able to control it; if it 
is an individual enterprise it converts it into a 
limited company. In either case the business is 
adopted by the bank. 

The expansion of the domination of finance 
capital must not be regarded in the sense that the 
industrial capitalists become the slaves of the banks. 
There is a great distinction between the develop¬ 
ment of modern capitalism and the conquest of the 
artisan or homeworker by merchant capitalism. 
The merging of bank capital with industrial capital 
has two aspects. The managers of industry enter 
into the directorates of the banks, and the repre¬ 
sentatives of the banks enter into the directing or¬ 
gans of the limited companies, syndicates and trusts. 

The extent of the influence of the banks in ad¬ 
vanced industrial countries is seen from the follow¬ 
ing example; In 1913 six of the largest banks in 
Germany were represented in 750 control commit¬ 
tees of industrial companies. One hundred and 
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ninety-seven bank directors and their representa¬ 
tives occupied 2,918 positions as directors and mem¬ 
bers of management boards, some of whom had as 
many as fifty mandates. In America eighty-nine re¬ 
presentatives in 1908 occupied more than 2,000 posi¬ 
tions as directors, and some of them simultaneously 
directed from fifty to seventy-five companies. In 
Russia the five chief banks (the International, 
Russian Asiatic, Azolf Don, Loan and Discount, 
and the Russian Commercial and Industrial) con¬ 
trolled an industrial capital of 700 million roubles, 
of which the share of the International was not less 
than 500 millions; its sphere of influence included 
the oil industry, gold mining, metals, machine con¬ 
struction, waggon-building, iron mines, cement 
works, and privately owned railways, the man¬ 
agement of every one of these enterprises contain¬ 
ing a representative of the International. 

Since the banks have so great an interest in 
industry, it is quite natural that a decline or rise 
in profits will first of all affect the large share¬ 
holders. From this follows the natural striving of 
the banks to harmonise the interests of the enter¬ 
prises that come under their influence. This is 
achieved first of all by the direct participation of 
the banks through their representatives in the man¬ 
agement of the factories and works of a particular 
branch of industry. In the first instance they strive 
to limit the competition between the individual en¬ 
terprises, and in the second they urge the enter¬ 
prises they control to form a vertical combine. 
Subsequently this tendency leads to the formation 
of syndicates and trusts. Thus the formation of 
the "Prodamet” was the result of the efforts of 
four banking groups; the formation of the Tobacco 
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Trust was brought about by the Russian Asiatic 
Bank and the Commercial and Industrial Siberian 
Bank, etc. 

On the other hand the combination of industries 
and the advantage which the large institutions have 
over the small ones leads to the combination of the 
banks. In England this led to the number of 
banks during one decade declining from 159 to 73. 
This did not take place, of course, as a result of the 
ruin of individual banks, but as a result of gradual 
merging, which, however, did not prevent their 
operations increasing 60 per cent. In Germany they 
reach a stage (in 1909) at which nine large Berlin 
banks together with the credit institutions depend¬ 
ent upon them controlled 11.3 milliard marks, i.e., 
83 per cent, of the bank capital of Germany. At 
the beginning of the war these came to an agree¬ 
ment and united their control over nearly the whole 
of the economic life of the country. In this way 
the prediction of a certain German bourgeois econo¬ 
mist to the effect that we should wake up one morn¬ 
ing and find only one trust in existence, and that 
the day was not far distant when of the 300 men 
who then (1914) economically controlled Germany 
there would be left fifty, twenty-five or even less, 
was justified. In the United States 180 large banks 
control the economic life of the whole country. But 
even these are not independent in their activity, and 
in their turn are controlled by two chief American 
banks—the National City Bank, with a capital of 
milliards of dollars, and the National Bank 
of Commerce, with a capital of 18 milliards of 
dollars. The first is headed by Rockefeller and the 
other by Morgan, the uncrowned king and dictator 
of the financial capital of the United States of 
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America. France is proceeding along the same 
path. A French economist indicated the names 
of fifty-three men (including Rothschild, Schneider, 
Rostan, etc.), who were the masters of io8 banks, 
having in their hands 105 large undertakings in 
the heavy industry, loi railway companies, and 117 
other industrial and financial undertakings, each 
of which disposed of tens and even hundreds of 
millions. The same development was observed in 
Russia. In 1917 a preliminary agreement had been 
reached between four of the largest commercial 
banks on the organisation of a banking alliance 
which was to control and direct production in the 
most important commercial and industrial enter¬ 
prises in the most varied branches of industry. 

Thus the development of finance capitalism leads 
to the combination of national industry which takes 
place in both a horizontal and vertical direction. 
The limits of such a development would be the for¬ 
mation in each country of a single gigantic com¬ 
bined trust, financed by one central bank. The 
world capitalist system which was made up of hun¬ 
dreds of thousands of individual productive units 
is gradually being converted into an agglomeration 
of a few national trusts which confront each other 
on the world market. This modern capitalist for¬ 
mation dominates not only the economic life of the 
respective countries, but is acquiring colossal in¬ 
fluence on their internal and foreign politics. It is 
the force which decides questions of war and peace 
and throws armies of millions against each other. 

5. Imperiaij.sm as the Politics of Finance 
Capital 

The politics of modern capitalist countries can 
be explained only from the standpoint of their 
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economic structure and by an understanding of the 
essentials of finance capitalism. 

Take for example, the question of tariffs or pro¬ 
tection. There was a time when the industries of 
young capitalist countries (Germany, United 
States, etc.), could not, owing to the superior tech¬ 
nique of England, compete against English goods. 
The idea was then put forward of protective tariffs, 
protective in the sense that they facilitate the 
development of “ home” industry and protect it un¬ 
til the prices of production within the country are 
on a level with those in more developed countries. 
When that is reached, according to the doctrines of 
the founder of protection (Fr. List), the tariffs 
should then be entirely abolished We will quote 
an example by way of illustration. We will assume 
that an English capitalist, owing to the high perfec¬ 
tion of his technique, can place a certain commodity 
on the German market for 20 marks, and that the 
German capitalist cannot sell the same article for 
less than 25 marks. In that case an import duty 
of 5 marks is imposed on the English goods; they 
will then be sold in the German market for 25 
marks, and the “home” capitalist will be able to 
compete against his foreign rival. But the develop¬ 
ment of capitalism means, first of all, the develop¬ 
ment of technique and consequently the cheapening 
of the cost of production of commodities. We will 
assume that the price of production of the commod¬ 
ity we are dealing with, as a consequence of the 
progress of technique falls to 22 marks. In that 
case according to the doctrine of protective tariffs 
the import duties should be reduced from 5 marks 
to 2 marks. Thus, import duties, at one time re¬ 
presenting a vital necessity for a young capitalist 
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country, should completely disappear. Protection 
was regarded as a transitory measure to free trade, 
i.e., trade unrestricted by tariff walls. 

But the abolition of import duties has not taken 
place. On the contrary, almo.st all capitalist coun¬ 
tries advance directly along the path of protection 
and continually increase import duties. What is 
the aim of this policy ? When the United States 
increases her import duties on some commodities to 
as much as 150 per cent, of their value, and France 
at one stroke increase hers by 25 per cent., etc., it 
is clear that these countries pursue not defensive, 
but aggressive aims. 

If import duties did not exist, then the private 
capitalist monopolies, embracing the home market, 
could not raise prices above those reigning in the 
world market. They would not be able to make 
those supplementary profits which, as explained 
above, constitute an indirect tax upon the consumer. 
For that reason the syndicates, by bringing pres¬ 
sure to bear upon the government, compel it to 
raise import duties higher and higher. A high 
tariff wall is erected which prevents foreign goods 
from penetrating into the home market which is 
controlled by the syndicates, and the heads of those 
syndicates put into their own pockets the difference 
between the prices artificially raised in the home 
market and those establi.shed in the world market 
by free competition. 

Cartel duties (this is the name given to modern 
import duties which have nothing in common with 
protection) are closely connected with dumping, 
which means the selling of goods on the foreign 
market at extraordinarily low prices and sometimes 
even below the cost of production. It is known, 
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for example, that (jerman alcohol is sold abroad 50 
per cent, cheaper than it is sold in Germany, and 
that German firms sell iron girders in Italy 30 
per cent, cheaper than they are sold in Germany. 
Another striking example of this at first sight in¬ 
credible fact is the practice of the German nail¬ 
making syndicate. I 3 uring six months it sold as 
many nails on the foreign market as it sold in the 
home market and lost almost £50,000 on them. One 
can meet numerous cases of a like character in 
countries with syndicated industries. 

The question arises, what interest can a syndi¬ 
cate have in selling goods abroad at ridiculously low 
prices and even suffer considerable loss ? It turns 
out, however, that in the long run the syndicate 
does not suffer any loss at all. The loss on the 
foreign market is made up by the artificially raised 
prices in the home market. The nails of the syn¬ 
dicate to which we have referred were sold in Ger¬ 
many at prices from 70 per cent, to 72 per cent, 
higher than they were sold abroad, and this not 
only covered the loss, but even brought in huge 
profits. 

Thus the direct object of cartel duties is to screw 
up prices on the home market, to exploit the home 
consumer in order to leave the syndicate a free 
hand on the foreign market. But the larger the 
home market, and the more numerous the “ home” 
purchasers, the higher are the profits which the 
syndicates can make within the country and the 
easier it is to conquer the markets in those countries 
around which the capitalists of the advanced coun¬ 
tries are “ peacefully struggling.” From this arises 
the striving to extend the tariff wall, to increase the 
area of the territory in which the capitalist mono- 
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poly of a particular nation Jiai> undivided sway. 
This is one of the phases of imperialism, one of the 
pre-requisites of modern imperialist wars. 

But the striving to extend economic territories 
is not the only cause of imperialist wars. An im¬ 
portant part in this is played by the question of 
raw materials and markets for finished goods. 

As a general rule the extractive industries, and 
agriculture in particular, lag behind the manufac¬ 
turing industries in their development. 

During the last decade this has caused a con¬ 
tinual rise in the price of raw materials of all kinds, 
and at the same time has created a striving among 
the advanced capitalist countries to secure sources 
of raw materials for themselves. The sources of raw 
materials are backward countries towards which the 
world pirates direct their efforts. England, for 
example, requires cotton and finds the correspond¬ 
ing economic reinforcement in Egypt. Russia for 
the same purpose stretches out her tentacles to Tur¬ 
kestan, etc. Here we meet the same phenomena as 
in vertical syndicalisation, except that the combina¬ 
tion of enterprises carrying on succeeding stages 
in the manufacture of a particular article in a par¬ 
ticular country is brought about by agreement, 
whereas in this case it is brought about by the 
argument of arms. In essentials, however, the 
facts in both cases are of the same economic order. 
The annexation of Egypt and Turkestan, etc., re¬ 
produced on a larger scale the same productive re¬ 
lations between combined enterprises as exist 
within the limits of countries proceeding along the 
path of finance capitalism. 

The same part is played by markets for the dis¬ 
posal of finished goods. The productive forces of 
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capitalism grow unceasingly. The quantity of 
goods turned out by the modern capitalist giant 
continually increases. At the same time the policy 
of finance capitalism, with its monopoh' prices and 
its cartel duties, limits the purchasing power of 
the masses. In this manner there is created an 
irreconcilable contradiction between the growth of 
productive forces and the scarcity of markets. 
What is the way out of this situation ? There is 
only one reply: the markets of weakly developed 
industrial countries—“uncivilised” and “semi- 
civilised” countries like south-west Africa, Belgian 
Congo, Turkey, and Persia, “new” countries like 
Australia and Canada. But the earth’s surface is 
limited, and the appetites of the national trusts are 
more or less equal. From this follow new sources 
of conflict, new causes for deciding the conflicts in 
the sphere of “peaceful” competition by force of 
arms. 

Another important pre-requisite of imperialism 
results from what is called the export of capital. 
We have indicated above a number of the sources 
of enrichment of the magnates of finance capital¬ 
ism. On the one hand it is the colossal founders’ 
profits, and on the other the cartel prices, the com¬ 
mercial profits now taken by the finance capitalists, 
the extra profits secured by erecting tariff walls 
which enable the trusts to raise prices to the full 
extent of the import duties, etc. All these factors 
assist in the enormous accumulation of capitals 
which are doomed to lie idle within the country. 
Finance capitalism tending towards monopoly keeps 
the market in a state of tension. It is always con¬ 
cerned to see to it that the expansion of production 
does not lead to an excessive supply of goods, and 
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the inevitable fall in prices and profits resulting 
from it. But the expansion of production for the 
foreign markets also has its limits, for these markets 
are frequently protected by a Chinese wall of im¬ 
port duties. This causes the flow of surplus capital 
into backward countries, where the enormous enter- 
prices of our times are immediately transplanted.* 

The export of capital must not, of course, be 
regarded as exclusively the export of money. The 
surplus value created by the proletariat goes abroad 
in the form of machines, rails, etc., and is there 
converted into functioning capital having for its 
purpose the extraction of still further masses of 
surplus value. The exported capital is invested in 
the bowels of the earth, in mines, railways, canals, 
in enormous irrigation works, etc, .All these enter¬ 
prises are based on profits which at all events are 
not less than the profits realised in the countries 
of the national trusts. As the export of capital 
promises unlimited additional profits, it is clear 
that the capitalists of each country will strive to 
secure themselves new fields for exploitation and 
concessions—the right to construct railways, to 
open up mines, to establish postal and telegraph 
communication, etc. This, of course, leads to con¬ 
flicts between the trusts of the various nations, con¬ 
flicts which result eventually in imperialist wars. 

We see then that in the epoch of finance capital¬ 
ism wars between individual countries are inevit¬ 
able. They are the results of the forces which are 
the motive power of modern capitalism. But these 

' In order to indicate the extent to which capital is cxpoited 
abroad it is sufficient to mention that in 1905 France had 40 
milliards of francs invested abroad Germany on the eve of the 
war had 35 milliards of marks, and England 4 milliards of 
pounds invested abroad. 
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conflicts are nothing more than perfected competi¬ 
tion, the substitution of military rivalry for 
“ peaceful” rivalry. If that be so, cannot the 
national trusts come to an agreement about the 
division of the world market for goods and capital 
in the same way as do the various enterprises in 
different countries when entering into a syndicate ? 
The answer would appear to be in the affirmative 
in view of the existence of international syndicates ; 
nevertheless, the answer must be in the negative. 

As a matter of fact the principal condition under 
which syndicalisation becomes possible is the ap¬ 
proximate equality in the economic power of the 
enterprises entering into a combine. If one of the 
enterprises enjoys some exceptionally favourable 
conditions, if, for example, it owns some rare 
patented invention or natural motive power, it is 
perfectly clear that it will refrain from entering 
the combine which might limit its freedom by giv¬ 
ing it only a definite quota of the general profits 
of the combined industry. Such an enterprise would 
prefer to remain independent. The same thing 
applies to States, or to national trusts as we have 
called them. There is some purpose in individual 
States coming to an understanding when they 
possess approximately the same development of 
productive forces. That being the case, it was no 
advantage for Germany to “ syndicate” with coun¬ 
tries possessing a comparatively low developed tech¬ 
nique, e.^., Russia and even France. Besides, to 
economic equality, a necessary condition for the 
formation of alliances is economic-political equality, 
i.e., equalitj- in military power. If A and B are 
two national trusts economically equal, but A is 
militarily more powerful than B, then A prefers 



448 A SHORT COURSE OF 

not to syndicate with B, but simply to absorb it. 
All this proves that the path to the formation of a 
single world trust, confronting a single proletarian 
class, passes not through peaceful arguments, but 
through bloody wars, as exemplified in the catas¬ 
trophe of 1914-18. 

But can capitalism achieve the last stage of its 
logical development—the creation of a single world 
economy, regulated and organised from a single 
capitalist centre ? This is a question that must be 
answered. 

6. The Path to the Coelapsk oi- the Capitalist 
System. 

Being itself the inevitable result of the gigantic 
development of productive forces, modern capitalism 
lays the path of its own development. Indeed, what 
is the most powerful force that drives industry for¬ 
ward ? We saw that this is unrestrained competi¬ 
tion, which reigns wherever capitalism has not yet 
entered the modern stage. In this competition the 
victory lies with the one who can place the cheapest 
goods on the market; and the reduction of the cost 
of production is achieved first of all by the develop¬ 
ment of technique and the increase in the quantity 
of commodities produced. That being so, competi¬ 
tion acts as a powerful stimulus to the expansion 
of production, and consequently to the growth of 
productive forces. Immediately competition is 
abolished and industry is placed in a state of mono¬ 
poly development is retarded and the progress of 
technical improvement restricted. The history of 
the iron industry of the Urals during the nineteenth 
century is an excellent example of this. Already 
in the ’thirties the Urals supplied 12 per cent, of 
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the world’s iron, but at the end of the ’fifties the 
output fell to 4 per cent. During the whole of the 
first half of the nineteenth century the industry 
stood at one level, or at best progressed at a snail’s 
pace. On the other hand, England, during the 
same period, increased her output thirty times, 
whereas Russia reduced her exports to one-fourth. 
This was due to the fact that the Ural industry was 
isolated from the rest of the world by the prohibi¬ 
tion of the import of pig-iron into Russia. This 
prohibition saved the Urals from foreign competi¬ 
tion and gave it a monopoly position. Competition 
within the country was also not very great because 
the number of iron works was very small. This 
industry made fabulous profits (from 45 to 90 per 
cent.), and it is quite natural that the owners had 
no need to worry about improving technique. In 
the meantime, England, urged forward by competi¬ 
tion, made use of all the latest inventions and during 
a quarter of a century reduced the co.st of production 
of iron by 60 per cent. 

Competition is the locomotive of capitalist devel¬ 
opment. If competition ceases development comes 
to a standstill and capitalism becomes stagnant. 
This was the case with the Ural industry; this is 
taking place at the present time throughout the 
world capitalist system as it enters the path of 
finance capitalism with its cartels, syndicates and 
trusts. Of course, this is only the tendency, for 
although competition is being abolished within 
respective countries we see, nevertheless, that it re¬ 
mains a very real factor in the world market. As, 
however, the overwhelming mass of commodities 
are sold in the home market, which is under the 
control of a few capitalist giants, the cessation of 
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the development of productive forces must become 
more and more palpable. The greatest inventions 
more and more remain in the possession of banks 
or syndicates which buy them, and the process of 
production is carried on by routine; it stagnates. 

The process of decline proceeds also from another 
source, viz., the radical change in the social con¬ 
sciousness of the capitalist class. Time was when 
a capitalist was synonymous with an active, enter¬ 
prising person. He himself stood at the head of 
his enterprise and exerted all his efforts to rai.se it 
to the maximum height. The capitalist was not an 
onlooker in economic life, but stood in the centre 
of production. With the development of the limited 
company form of enterprise, which is the main pre¬ 
requisite of finance capitalism, the function of the 
capitalist changes. Becoming an owner of shares 
he isolates himself from the process of production 
and ceases to take part in economic life. His 
sphere of activity is limited to consumption, to the 
consideration of how best to sati.sfy his lavish needs. 
He is converted into a clipper of coupons and a 
receiver of dividends. In a word the capitalist 
degenerates into a social parasite, as at one time 
happened with the slave-owner of antiquity and the 
feudal lord. Capitalism in its latest stages reveals 
symptoms of the deepest degeneracy which must 
lead to its inevitable collapse. 

All this is concealed in capitalism itself. All this, 
so to speak, is a passive factor dragging it nearer 
to death. But there is a factor immeasurably more 
active, and this is the extreme acuteness of class 
contradictions hitherto unparalleled under the domi¬ 
nation of capitalism. 

Finance capitalism exploits the proletariat to the 
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utmost limit. In establishing cartel prices on com¬ 
modities, prices which far exceed their labour value, 
it reduces the real wages of the worker. The wor¬ 
kers’ share of the social product diminishes faster 
than during the reign of competition (see Chapter 
VIII, 7 , on fundamental tendencies of capitalist 
development), the proletarianisation of small pro¬ 
ducers proceeds at a rapid pace. The distribution 
of the wealth created thus becomes a burning ques¬ 
tion of the relations of the forces of the two classes 
of capitalist society. More than that, imperialism 
means world militarism and world war. Rivers of 
blood and unparalleled destruction help to awaken 
the consciousness of the proletariat and turn it in 
the direction of an active struggle for Socialism. 
The objective inevitability of this revolution be¬ 
comes more and more obvious; it is only a ques¬ 
tion of time, i e., it is a question of the historical 
preparedness of the proletariat. 

Thus “ in the mighty conflicts of hostile interests, 
the dictatorship of the magnates of capital will be 
converted finally into the dictatorship of the pro¬ 
letariat” (Hilferding). “ The knell of private pro¬ 
perty sounds; the expropriators are expropriated” 
(Marx). 

7. ThK IdKOLOGV of iNDl’.sTRItl. AM) FlNAXCK 
Capitalism 

In the first, the manufacturing stage of capital¬ 
ism, the process of the emancipation of the individ¬ 
ual from the guardianship of various authorities— 
survivals of the feudal system—continued. Serf¬ 
dom, where it still existed, was abolished, the social 
power and influence of the Church rapidly declined, 
the guilds finally lost all significance, the inter- 

Q 
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relations between the progress of events and poli¬ 
tical forms changed; absolute monarchy either be¬ 
came modified and assumed the cultured shade of 
“ enlightened despotism” or became converted into 
constitutional and parliamentary forms (usually by 
means of popular revolutions). All this led to the 
removal of all obstacles to the development of in¬ 
dividualist economy and the individual. New social 
forms of life could develop much more rapidly than 
ever before. 

The increasing accumulation of wealth in the 
hands of the classes to whom the organisational 
functions (productive and particularly di.stributive) 
belonged in itself gave many of the representatives 
of these cla.sses the opportunity of devoting them¬ 
selves to mental labour. At the .same time the 
general development of the technique of production 
and communication and the growing complexity of 
organisational functions created an increased de¬ 
mand for mental labour; the capitalists required 
engineers, trained technicians, scientifically trained 
navigators, accountants, economists, etc.; the 
State required educated officials, etc. Owing to these 
circumstances there rapidly developed a bourgeois 
intelUfrentsia. The labour of the intellectual is 
well paid in conformity with his requirements and 
his privileged position. Devoting itself entirely to 
mental labour this intelligentsia found it possible 
to develop the productivity of labour in its own 
.sphere. Consequently the upper classes of society, 
from the landowner to the bourgeois intellectual, 
met with hardly any obstacles to their development 

At the same time the materials of knowledge 
arising out of the productive life of society increased 
exceedingly. The sphere of activity of civilised 
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peoples expanded and continually embraced new 
portions of the globe; the natural wealth in each 
sphere was energetically exploited; both these 
causes led to the progress of the technical sciences. 
This in its turn was followed by what is insepar¬ 
ably bound up with them and represents their 
generalisation—the natural sciences. The six¬ 
teenth, seventeenth, and eighteenth centuries were 
marked by the rapid progress of mathematics, 
theoretical mechanics, physics, chemistry, and the 
more complex biological sciences. The development 
of navigation had con.siderablc influence on the pro¬ 
gress of all the natural .sciences bv enabling Euro¬ 
peans better to study nature in different countries, 
but astronomy, the science specially applied in 
navigation, received a particularly strong impetus. 
The progress of astronomy was connected with the 
invention and improvement of optical instruments, 
which in its turn hastened the development of all 
sciences of living nature, etc. 

Generally and in various ways technical progress 
created the necessity for and caused the progress of 
the knowledge which is inseparably connected with 
it and represents its direct continuation. 

The progress of knowledge in the period of manu¬ 
facture had enormous significance for the further 
development of capitalism itself. Only at a certain 
stage of the development of science is it possible to 
transfer from manufacture to machine capitalism. 

When this took place the progress of scientific 
knowledge became still more rapid, not only be¬ 
cause of the persistent growth and increasing com¬ 
plexity of production, but also by reason of the fact 
that scientific investigation changed its methods 
under the influence of machine production. Labora- 
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tories, observatories, and all kinds of scientific in¬ 
stitutes began to acquire the form of large enter¬ 
prises, with masses of scientific and non-scientific 
workers, a complex system of sub-division of 
labour, and powerful and exact machinery. In our 
times discoveries and inventions are the direct out¬ 
come of large-scale production, the concentration of 
scientific forces, and perfected means of knowledge. 
Modern capitalist combines—syndicates, trusts—in 
the majority of cases have factories for inventions. 

Needless to say, natural fetishism loses all 
ground; bare relics of it survive only among back¬ 
ward and degenerate sections of society. 

Individualism and commodity fetishism com¬ 
pleted their development in the rise of the bour¬ 
geois classes, and at the end of the epoch the ideo¬ 
logy of these classes revealed a considerable change. 

In the struggle against the authorities of the 
past, the survivals of feudalism, these classes firmly 
put forward the ideas of individual freedom, first 
economic and then political. But these liberties, 
which were achieved in varying degrees by bour¬ 
geois revolutions, were only formal: in actual fact 
they meant the freedom to exploit the proletariat. 
The proletariat began a struggle for the material 
freedom to development itself, and the bourgeoisie 
had to fight to maintain its domination. The 
authoritarian aspect of the social system, preserved 
in the form of the capitalist State, with its bureau¬ 
cracy and army, and the subjection of the workers 
in the factory, even if within the limits of a con¬ 
tract, etc., began to take first place. The bour¬ 
geoisie then became indifferent to the ideals of 
liberty, and directed its efforts to the maintenance 
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of authority in the form of “order” protected by 
militarism. 

This change coincides with the increasing de¬ 
generation of the capitalist class. As we know, in 
the later stages of capitalism it more and more 
transfers its organisational functions to the shoul¬ 
ders of its paid intelligentsia, and its units more 
and more become rentiers and shareholders, to lead 
the lives of social parasites. 

For the working class there was hardly any in¬ 
dependent or ideological development during the 
period of manufacture; the workers had not yet 
begun to form a class. The low wages of the enor¬ 
mous majority of the workers and the correspond¬ 
ingly low development of requirements left hardly 
any possibilities for development. Their monoton¬ 
ous empty lives stunted their capabilities. Most 
important of all, however, was the isolation of the 
workers caused by the extreme specialisation of 
hand labour. The workers of that period were in¬ 
capable of organising for a struggle for their 
economic interests because their interests were so 
diverse. This was still further accentuated by the 
wide differences in the wages of skilled workers. 
Organisation sprang up sometimes in those days 
among the small producers in the home industries, 
but the proletarians of the manufacturing period 
had no unions. 

Machine production created new relations and 
tendencies. The substitution of the machine for the 
detail worker transferred to the machine the greater 
and worst part of specialisation. The machine gave 
to “physical” labour the character of organisational 
labour control, overseering, initiative of interven¬ 
tion with regard to the machine which now did the 
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mechanical work formerly done by the worker. The 
worker was now required to have a certain amount 
of intelligence, and this increased as the machine 
which he managed became more perfect, more com¬ 
plicated, and more exact; at the same time it re¬ 
quired developed attention and will power. All this 
gives rise to a community of interest among the 
workers, even among those who are working at dif¬ 
ferent kinds of machines. At the same time the 
transition from one kind of work to another becomes 
easier ; the period of training of a worker having to 
handle machines becomes considerably shorter than 
was formerly required to learn some new handicraft. 
Such transitions become more frequent and more 
customary under the pressure of unemployment, 
and also by the introduction of new machinery. 
Furthermore, the difference in wages tends to be 
wiped out All these circumstances draw the 
workers, organised in masses by the very process 
of production, closer together, make them more 
compact, and facilitate the growth of the conscious¬ 
ness of a commonness of intere.st The comradely 
co-operation of the workshops extends into the mili¬ 
tant co-operation of the labour organisation. All 
this together arouses the collective spirit of the 
workers, and this leads to the formulation of the 
ideology of labour collectivism. 

This collectivism, the new cultural principle 
which comes to take the place of authority and in¬ 
dividualism, is equally hostile to both. It has 
something in common with the first in its striving 
towards organisation, but sharply differs from it in 
the conscious voluntary ties between men, its de¬ 
nial of inequality and blind obedience—elements 
entirely foreign to comradely co-oi>eration. Its kin- 
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drecl feature with individualism is its tendency to¬ 
wards equality, to the ideal of free development, 
but it sharply differs from it in that it denies the 
antagonism between man and man and the 
autonomy of the individual “ I” as a completely 
isolated centre of striving and interests. This 
centre now is the labour community, and the indi¬ 
vidual IS regarded as a living link in its unbreak¬ 
able ties. 

Collectivism signifies a radical transformation of 
the thought and will of the workers. Denying 
authoritarianism on principle, it removes all ground 
for religious sentiments and ideas. Placing the 
living experience of the labour community before 
all else, and using that as the test for all truths 
and valuations, it similarly destroys the basis of all 
metaphysics. This point of view .served as the 
starting jioint for a great change, particularl\ in 
political econoiu}" and other social sciences. It ex¬ 
posed commodity feti.shism; it discovered beneath 
the shell of values crystallised collective labour, the 
power of co-operation; it created the doctrine of 
hi.storical materialism, the doctrine of the social 
productive process as the basis of the development 
of society; it created the theory of the class strug¬ 
gle as a grouping determined by the relation of 
man to production. This is proletarian ideology— 
.scientific socialism. Its practical side is expressed 
in the struggle for the ideals of socialism. 

The development of this ideology is proceeding 
gradually and deviatingly, but continually tends to 
an acceleration of .speed. 
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SOCIALLY ORGANISED SOCIETY 
X 

SOCIALIST SOCIETY 

T he epoch of capitalism has not yet been 
completed, but the instability ©f its relations 
has become quite obvious. The fundamental 
contradictions of this system which are deeply un¬ 
dermining it and the forces of development which 
are creating the basis of a new system have also 
become quite clear. The main features of the direc¬ 
tion in which social forces are moving have been 
marked out. It is, therefore, possible to draw con¬ 
clusions as to what form the new system will take 
and in what way it will differ from the present 
system. 

It may seem that science has no right to speak 
of what has not yet arrived and of what experience 
has not provided us with any exact example. But 
that is erroneous. Science exists precisely for 
the purpose of foretelling things. Of what has 
not yet been experienced it cannot, of course, make 
an exact forecast, but if we know generally what 
exists and in what direction it is changing then 
science must draw the conclusion as to what it will 
change into. Science must draw these conclusions 
in order that men may adapt their actions to cir¬ 
cumstances, so that instead of wasting their efforts 
by working against the future and retarding the de¬ 
velopment of new forms, they may consciously work 
to hasten and assist such development. 

The conclusions of social science with regard to 
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future society cannot be exact because the great 
complexity of social phenomena does not permit, in 
our times, of their being completely observed in all 
details, but only in their main features, and for 
that reason the picture of the new system also can 
only be drawn in its main outlines; but these are 
the most important considerations for the people of 
the present day. 

The history of the ancient w'orld shows that 
human society may sometimes regress, decline, and 
even decay; the history of primitive man and also 
that of several isolated Eastern societies shows the 
possibility of a long period of stagnation. For this 
reason, from a strictly scientific point of view, the 
transition to new forms must be accepted condition¬ 
ally. New and higher forms will appear only in the 
event of a society proQressiny; further in its develop¬ 
ment as it has progre.ssed up till now. There must 
be sufficient cau.se, however, for regression and stag¬ 
nation, and these cannot be indicated in the life of 
modern society. With the mass of contradictions 
inherent in it, and the impetuous process of life 
which they create, there cannot be stagnation. 
These inherent contradictions could cause retro¬ 
gression only in the event of the absence of suffi¬ 
cient forms and elements of development. But such 
elements exist, and these very contradictions de¬ 
velop and multiply them. The productive power 
of man is increasing and even such a social catas¬ 
trophe as a world war only temporarily weakens it. 
Furthermore an enormous class in society growing 
and organising is striving to bring about these new 
forms. For this reason there are no serious 
grounds for expecting a movement backwards. 
There are immeasurably more grounds for believing 
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that society will continue along its path and create 
a new system which will destroy and abolish the 
contradictions of capitalism. 

I. Relation of vSociety to Nature 

The development of machine technique in the 
period of capitali.sm acquired such a character of 
consecutiveness and activity that it is quite possible 
to determine its tendencies and consequently the 
further result of its development. 

W'lth regard to the first part of the machine— 
the source of motive power—we have already in¬ 
dicated the tendency, viz., the transition from 
steam to electricity, the most flexible, the most 
plastic, of all the powers of nature. It can easily 
be produced from all the others and be converted 
into all the others; it can be divided into exact 
parts and transmitted across enormous distances, 
'riie inevitable exhaustion of the main sources of 
steam power, coal and oil, leads to the necessity 
for the transition to electricity, and this will create 
the possibility of making use of all w^atcrfalls, all 
flowing water (even the tides of the oceans), and 
the intermittent energy of the wind which can be 
collected with the aid of accumulators, etc. A 
new and immeasurably rich source of electrical 
energ3q far .superior to all other sources of electrical 
energy, has also been indicated, viz., atomic energy 
which IS contained in all matter. Its existence has 
been scientifically proved, and its use even begun, 
although in a very small scale where it automatic¬ 
ally releases itself (e.g., radium and other similar 
disintegrating elements). Methods for system¬ 
atically relea.sing this energy have not yet been 
discovered ; the new higher scientific technique will 
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probably discover these methods and united human¬ 
ity possess inexhaustible stocks of elemental power. 

With regard to the transmitting mechanism we 
also observe a tendency touards the automatic 
type of machine. Following this we observe an 
even higher type—not only an automatically act¬ 
ing, but an automalically re<iulaling machine. Its 
beginnings he on the one hand in the increasing 
application of mechanical regulators to present-day 
machines, and on the other in the few mechanisms 
of this type already created by military technique 
(t’.g , self-propelling submarines and air torpedoes). 
Under capitalism these will hardly find application 
for peaceful production. they are disadvantageous 
from the point of view of profits as they are very 
complicated and unavoidably dear: the amount of 
labour which they save in comparison with machines 
of the former type is not great, because automatic 
machinery also dispenses with a considerable 
amount of human labour. Furthermore, the 
workers required to work them must possess the 
highest intelligence; hence their pay also would 
have to be high, and their resistance to capital 
would be considerably greater. In war there is no 
question of profits, and for that reason these ob¬ 
stacles to their application do not arise Under 
.socialism the questnm of profits will disappear in 
production also; first consideration will be given to 
the technical advantages of self-regulating mechan¬ 
ism—which will render possible the achievement 
of a rapidity and exactness of work incomparably 
greater than that achieved by human organs, which 
work more slowly and with less precision, and, 
moreover, are subject to fatigue and error. 

Furthermore, the number of machines, and the 
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sum total of mechanical energy, will increase to 
such a colossal degree that the physical energy of 
men will become infinitesimally small in compari¬ 
son. The powers of nature will carry out the exe¬ 
cutive work of man—they will be his obedient 
dumb slaves, whose strength will increase to 
infinity. 

The technique of communication between men is 
of special significance. The rapid progress in this 
connection observed at the end of the capitalist 
epoch has been obviously directed to the abolition 
of all obstacles which nature and space place in 
the way of the organisation and compactness of 
humanity. The perfection of wireless telegraphy 
and telephony will create the possibility for people 
to communicate with each other under any condi¬ 
tion, over an\’ distance, and across all natural 
barriers. The increase in the speed of all forms of 
transportation brings men and the products of 
their labour more closely together than was ever 
dreamed of in the past century. And the creation 
of dirigible aircraft will make human communica¬ 
tion completely independent of geographical con¬ 
ditions—the structure and configuration of the 
earth’s surface. 

The first characteristic feature of the collective 
system is the actual power of society over nature, 
developinfr without limit on the basis of scientific¬ 
ally-organised technique. 

2. The vSocial Relation.s of Production 

As we saw, machine technique in the period of 
capitalism changes the form of co-operation in two 
ways. In the first place, the technical division of 
labour loses its “ specialised” character which nar- 
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rows and limits the psychology of the workers and 
reduces itself to “simple co-operation” in which 
the workers carry out similar work, and in which 
the “ specialisation” is transferred from the worker 
to the machine. Secondly, the framework of this 
co-operation is extended to enormous proportions; 
there arise enterprises which embrace tens of thou¬ 
sands of workers in a single organisation. 

We must suppose that both these tendencies will 
proceed considerably further under the new system 
than under machine capitali.sm. The differences in 
the specialisation in various industries will be re¬ 
duced to such insignificant proportions that the 
psychological disunity created by the diversity of 
employments will finally disappear; the bonds of 
mutual understanding and the community of in¬ 
terest will unrestrainedly expand on the basis of 
the community of vital interests. 

At the same time organised labour unity will 
grow accordingly, grouping hundreds of thousands 
and even millions of people around a common task. 

The continuation of the development of the two 
previous tendencies will give rise to two new’ fea¬ 
tures of the post-capitalist system. On the one 
hand, the last and most stubborn form of speciali¬ 
sation, viz., the division between the organisational 
and executive functions, will be transformed and 
lose its significance. On the other hand, all labour 
groupings will become more and more mobile and 
fluid. 

Although in the epoch of machine capitalism exe¬ 
cutive labour at the machines approaches in char¬ 
acter to that of organisational labour, nevertheless 
a difference between them remains, and for that 
reason the individualisation of the functions of the 
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executor and the organiser remains stable. The 
most exjierienced worker in machine production is 
very different from his manager, and cannot be 
substituted for him. But the further increase in 
the complexity and precision of machinery and at 
the same time the increase in the general intelli¬ 
gence of the workers must eventually remove this 
difference. With the transition to the automatic 
regulators, the work of a simple worker approaches 
nearer and nearer to that of the engineer and ac¬ 
quires the character of watching the proper work¬ 
ing of the various parts of the machine. If auto¬ 
matic regulators are attached to machines there is 
no need for the mechanic to continualF w^atch his 
gauges and indicators to see whether the required 
amount of steam pressure or electrical current is 
maintained. All he then has to do is from time to 
time to see wdiether the regulators are in working 
order, to alter them as occasion requires, and to 
.see to their .speedy repair wdien necessary', etc. 
At the same time the knowledge, understanding, 
ingenuity, and general mental development re¬ 
quired of the worker increase. It is not only prac¬ 
tical common sense that is required, but exact 
scientific knowledge of the mechanism, such as only 
the organising intellectual possesses to-day. Con¬ 
sequently the difference between the “executor” 
and the manager will be reduced to a purely quan¬ 
titative difference in scientific training; the worker 
will then carry out the instructions of a better in¬ 
formed and more experienced comrade rather than 
blindly subordinate himself to a power based upon 
knowledge inaccessible to him. The possibility will 
thus be created of replacing an organiser by any 
worker and vice versa. The labour inequality of 
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these two types will disappear and they will merge 
into one. 

With the abolition of the last survivals of mental 
“ specialisation” the necessity and the sense of 
binding certain persons to certain particular work 
will also disappear. On the other hand the new 
form of labour will require mental flexibility and 
diversity of experience, for the maintenance ol 
which it will be necessary that the worker from time 
to time change his work, going from one kind of 
machine to another, from the function of “ organ¬ 
iser ” to that of “ executor ” and vice versa. And 
the progress of technique, more rapid than in our 
day, with its continual improvements of machines 
and contrivances, must make the rapidly-changing 
grouping of human forces and individual labour 
systems, or “enterprises” as we call them to-day, 
to a high degree more mobile. 

All this will become possible and realisable ow¬ 
ing to the fact that production is consciously and 
syslcmalically o)\Qanised by society as a 'ddiole. 
On the basis of scientific experience and labour 
solidarity there will be created a general all-em- 
braciiig organisation of labour. The anarchy which 
in the epoch of capitalism disunites individual 
enterprises by ruthless competition and whole 
classes by stern struggle will be abolished. Science 
indicates the path to such organisation and devises 
means for carrying it out, and the combined force 
of the class conscious workers will realise it. 

The scale of the organisation must from the 
very beginning be world-wide or nearly so in order 
that it may not be dependent in its production and 
consumption upon exchange with other countries 
which do not enter it. The experience of the world 
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war and the revolutions that followed it shows that 
such dependence will immediately be converted in¬ 
to a means of destroying the new system. 

The type of organisation cannot be other than 
centralised ; not, however, in the sense of the old 
authoritarian centralism, but in the sense of a 
scientific centralism. Its centre should be a gigan¬ 
tic statistical bureau based on exact calculation for 
the purpose of distributing labour power and in¬ 
struments of labour. 

The motive force of the organisation at first, i.c,, 
as long as the whole of society has not yet been 
trained in the spirit of collective labour, will be 
comradely discipline, including an element of com¬ 
pulsion, from which society will step by step 
emancipate itself. 

In this system of production each worker will be 
actually on an equality with the rest as conscious 
elements of one sensible whole; each one will be 
given all the possibilities for completely and uni¬ 
versally developing his labour power, and the possi¬ 
bilities of applying it to the advantage of all. 

Thus the characteristic features of the Socialist 
society are the homogeneous organisation of the 
whole productive system, with the greatest mobil¬ 
ity of Its elements and groupings, and a highly 
developed mental equality of the workers as uni¬ 
versally developed conscious producers. 

3. Distribution 

Distribution generally represents an essential 
part of production, and in its organisation is wholly 
dependent upon it. The systematic organisation 
of production presupposes a similar organisation 
of distribution. The supreme organiser in both 
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these spheres will be society as a whole. Society 
will cli.stribiite labour and also the product of that 
labour. This is the very opposite of the anarchic 
unorganised distribution which is expressed in ex¬ 
change and private property conducted on the 
basis of competition and the crude conflict of in¬ 
terests. The social organisation of production and 
distribution pre.supposes also the social ownership 
of tlie means of production, and the articles of con¬ 
sumption created by social labour until society 
hands them over to the individual for his personal 
luse. " Individual property” commences in the 
sphere of consumption which essentially is indivi¬ 
dualistic. This, of course, ha.s nothing in common 
with capitalist private property, which is primarily 
the private ownership of means of production, but 
does not represent the right of the worker to the 
necessary means of existence. 

The principle of distribution arises directly out 
of the basis of co-operation. As the system of 
production is organised on the basis that it secures 
to every member of society the po.ssibility of the 
complete and universal development of his labour 
power and the possibility of applying it for the 
u.se of all, so the system of distribution should give 
him the articles of consumption necessary for the 
development and application of labour power. 
With regard to the method by which this is to be 
achieved, two phases may also be foreseen. At 
first, when the scale of production is not particu¬ 
larly great, and collectivism has not yet pene¬ 
trated the spirit of every member of society, so 
that the elements of compulsion must yet be pre- 
.served, distribution will serve as a means of dis¬ 
cipline : each one will receive a quantity of products 
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in proportion to the amount of labour he has given 
to society. Later on, when the increase of produc¬ 
tion and the development of labour co-operation 
renders such careful economy and compulsion un¬ 
necessary, complete freedom of consumption will 
be established W the worker, (living .society all 
that he is able in strength and ability, society will 
give him all that he needs. 

'I'he complexity of the new method of organis¬ 
ing distribution must obviou.sly be enormous and 
demand such developed stati.stical and informative 
ayiparatus as our epoch is far from having achieved. 
But even in our time the elements exist in various 
spheres of economic life which should serve as the 
material for such apparatus. In the sphere of 
banking and credit, for instance, there are the 
agencies and committees of experts for studying 
the state of the market, .stock exchange organisa¬ 
tion, etc.; in the labour movement, there arc 
mutual aid societies, co-operative .societies, and 
organised by the State are schemes of in.surance, 
etc. All these will have to be radically reformed 
before they can serve for the future system of dis¬ 
tribution, because at present they are wholly 
adapted to the anarchical sy.stem of capitalism and, 
therefore, subordinated to its forms. They may 
be described as the scattered rudimentary prolo- 
lyp(^<: of the future uniform and harmonious system 
of di.stribiition. 

4. Social Ideology 

The first feature of the social psychology of the 
new society is its socialncss, its .spirit of collectiv¬ 
ism, and this is determined by the fundamental 
structure of that society. The labour compactness 
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of the }j;reat human family, and the inherent simi¬ 
larity in tlic development of men and women, 
should create a degree of mutual understanding and 
sympathy of which the present-day solidarity of the 
class conscious elements of the proletariat, the real 
representatives of future society, is only a weak 
indication. A man trained in the epoch of savage 
competition, of ruthless economic enmity between 
groups and classes, cannot imagine the high de¬ 
velopment of comradely ties between men that will 
be organically created out of the new labour 
relations. 

Out of the real power of society over external 
nature and social forces, there follows another 
feature of ideology of the new world, viz., the 
complete absence of all fetishism, the purity and 
clearness of knowledge and the emanci[)ation of tlie 
mind from all the fruits of mysticism and meta¬ 
physics. The last traces of natural fetishisiii will 
disappear, and this will reflect the final ()verthro\\ 
of both the domination of external nature over man 
and the social fetishism reflecting the domination 
of the elemental forces of society; the power of 
the market and competition will be uprooted and 
destroyed. Consciously and systematically or¬ 
ganising his struggle against the elements of 
nature, social man will have no need for idols which 
are the personification of the sense of helplessness 
in the face of the insuperable forces of tlie sur¬ 
rounding world. The unknown! will cease to be un¬ 
known because the process of acquiring knowledge 
— systematic organisation on the basis of organised 
labour—will be accompanied by a consciousness of 
strength, a sense of victory, arising from tlie know¬ 
ledge that in the living experience of man there 
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are no longer any .spheres surrounded by impene¬ 
trable walls of mystery. The reij^n of science will 
commenee and put an end to religion and meta- 
physies for ever. 

As a result of the combination of these two 
features we get a third feature, viz , the oradual 
ahohlion of all standards of compulsion and of all 
elements of eoiupulsion in .social life. 

The es.sential significance of all the compulsory 
standards—custom, law and morals -consists in 
the regulation of the vital contradictions between 
men, groups and clas.ses. These contradictions lead 
to struggles, competitions, enmity and violence, 
and ari.se out of the unorganised state and anarchy 
of the social whole. The standards of compulsion 
which societi’, .sometimes spontaneously and some¬ 
times con.scionsE', has e.stablished in the struggle 
with the anarchy and the contradictions have be¬ 
come a fcti.sh, i.e., an external power to which man 
has subjected him.self to .something higher, stand¬ 
ing above him, and demanding worship or venera¬ 
tion, Without this fetishism compulsory standards 
would not have the power over man to restrain the 
vital contradictions. The natural fetishist ascribes 
a divine origin to authority, law and morals; the 
representative of social feti.shisra ascribes the 
origin to the “ nature of things” ; both mean to 
ascribe to them an ab.solute significance and a 
higher origin. Believing in the high and absolute 
character of the.se .standards, the feti.shist with the 
devotion of a slave subjects himself to them and 
maintains them. 

When .society ceases to be anarchical and de¬ 
velops into the harmonious form of a symmetrical 
organisation, the vital contradictions in its environ- 
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inent will cease to be a fundamental and pennanent 
phenomenon and will become partial and casual. 
Compulsory standards are a kind of “ law” in the 
sense that they must regtilate the repeated pheno¬ 
mena arising out of the very structure of society ; 
obviously under the new system they will lose this 
significance. Ca.snal and partial contradictions 
amidst a highly-developed social sciist and with a 
highly-developed knon'lcd^^c can be easily over¬ 
come without the aid of special “ laws” compul¬ 
sorily carried out by “authority.” For instance, 
if a mentally-diseased person threatens danger and 
harm to others, it is not necessary to have special 
“ law's” and organs of “ authority” to remove such 
a contradiction , the teachings of .science are suffi¬ 
cient to indicate the measures by which to cure 
that ])cr.son, and the social sen.se of the people 
surrounding him will be sufficient to prevent any 
outbreak of violence on his part while applying 
the minimum of violence to him. All meaning for 
compulsory standards in a higher form of society 
IS lost for the further rea.son that with the dis¬ 
appearance of the social feti.shism connected with 
them they also lo.se their “ higher” form. 

'I'hose who think that the “State form,’’ i c., a 
legal organisation, must be preserved in the new 
society becau.se certain compulsory law's are neces¬ 
sary, like that requiring each one to work a certain 
number of hours per day for society, are mistaken. 
Every State form is an organisation of class domi¬ 
nation and this cannot exist where there are no 
classes. The di.stribution of labour in society will 
be guaranteed on the one hand by the teachings of 
.science and those who express them—the technical 
organi.sers of labour acting solely in the name of 
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sciL'iice, but having no power- and on the other 
by the power of the social sense which will bind 
men and women into one labour family by tlie sin¬ 
cere desire to do everything for the welfare of all. 

Only in the transitional period, when survivals 
of class contradictions still exist, is the State form 
at all possible in the “future State.” But this 
State is also an organisation of class domination ; 
only it is the domination of the proletariat, wdiich 
will abolish the division of society into classes and 
together with it the State form of .society 

5. Forces or Develofment 

The new society will be ba.scd not on exchange 
but on natural .<<’//-oi//icing economy Between 
production and consiimption of [iroducts there will 
not be the market, buying and .selling, but con¬ 
sciously and .systematically organised di.stnbution. 

The new .self-sufficing economy will be different 
from the old primitive communism, for instance, 
in that it will embrace not a large or a small com¬ 
munity, but the whole of .society, composed of 
hundreds of millions of people, and later of the 
whole of humanity. 

In exchange societies the forces of development 
are “relative over-population,” competition, class 
struggle, !.(?., in reality the inherent contradictions 
of .social life. In the self-sufficing societies re¬ 
ferred to above, tribal and feudal societie.s, etc., 
the forces of development are ba.sed upon “ relative 
over-population,” t.e., the outwatd contradictions 
lietw^een nature and society, between the demands 
for the means of life arising out of the growth of 
the population and the sum of these means which 
nature in a given society can supply. 
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In the new self-sufficing society the forces of 
development will also lie in the ouhvard contnuhe- 
tuuis between society and nature, in the very pro¬ 
cess of struggle between society and nature. Here 
the slow process of over-population will not be re¬ 
quired to induce man still further to perfect his 
labour and knowledge : the needs of humanity will 
increase in the very process of labour and experi¬ 
ence. Each new victory over nature and its mys¬ 
teries will raise new problems in the highl\'- 
organised mentality of the new man, sensitive to 
the slightest disturbance and contradiction. Power 
over nature means the continual accumulation of 
the energy of society acquired by it from external 
nature. 'I'his accumulated energy will seek an out¬ 
let and will hud it in the crcatiou of new forces of 
labour and knowdedge. 

It is true that accumulated energy does not 
always lead to creativeness; it may lead to de¬ 
generation. 'I'he parasitic clas.scs of modern as in 
former societies accumulate energy at the expense 
of the labour of others and .seek an outlet for it 
not in creativeness, but in debauchery, luxury, 
perversity and refinement. This leads to the 
weakening of mentality and the decline of these 
classes But the.se are only f?arasitcs: they do not 
live in the sphere of socially useful labour 
but almost entirely in the sphere of con¬ 
sumption. Naturally they seek new'^ forms of in¬ 
dulgence in this sphere and find them in 
perversity and subtle refinements. But socialist 
society does not know of such parasites. 
In it all are workers, and they will satisfy their 
desire for creativeness arising out of the excess of 
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enci'jjy in the sphere of labour. They will perfect 
technique and consequently perfect themselves. 

The new forces of development arising out of 
the struggle with nature and of the labour experi¬ 
ence of man operate the more sti'ongly and rapidly 
the wider and more complex and diverse this ex¬ 
perience is. For this reason, in the new society 
with its colossally wide and complex system of 
labour, wuth its numerous ties uniting the experi¬ 
ence of the most diverse (although equally 
developed) human individualities, the forces of 
development must create such rapid progress as w'c 
in our day can hardly imagine. The harmonious 
progress of future society will be much more in¬ 
tensive than the semi-spontaneous progress, fluc¬ 
tuating between contradictions, of our epoch. 

All economic obstacles to development will be 
abolished under the new system. Thus, the ap¬ 
plication of machinery, which under capitalism is 
determined by considerations of profit, under the 
new system wall depend entirely upon p 7 oductivily 
As we have seen, machinery which may be very 
useful for saving labour is very frequently useless 
from the standpoint of capitalist profits. Tn 
socialist society such a point of view will not pre¬ 
vail and there will, therefore, be no obstacles to 
the application of labour-saving machinery. 

The for'^es of development which will dominate 
at this stage will not be new forces; they will have 
operated previously. Tn the natural self-sufficing 
system, however, these forces were suppressed by 
the general conservatism prevailing in it • der 
capitalism they are suppressed by virtue oEh^c 
fact that the Masses which take for themselves the 
product of surplus labouf, i.e., the main source of 
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the forces of development of society, do not parti¬ 
cipate in the direct struggle with nature, do not 
conduct industry personally, but through others, 
and consequently remain outside the influence of 
the forces created in the struggle. 

Under socialism, however, the sum total of sur¬ 
plus labour will be employed by the whole of 
society and every member will directly participate 
in the struggle against nature. Consequently the 
main and greatest driving force of progress will act 
unhindered and at top speed, not through a select 
minority, but through the wdiole of humanity, and 
the sphere of development must increase unceas¬ 
ingly. 

Thus the general characteristics of the socialise 
system, the highest stage of society w'e can con- 
cci\c, are poivcr (yver italiiie, i>)e^auisahon, socuil- 
nc.s's, frccdnni, and progress. 
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